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ARCHBISHOP SECKER AND THE CHURCH IN PENNSYLVANIA,’ 


THosE who have read the interesting letters which appeared 
some years ago in this Magazine under the title of “Some 
Notices of the Early Colonial Church,” * and since reprinted in 
a volume by the Rev. Ernest Hawkins, may perhaps remember 
the name of the missionary of whose proceedings we are about 
to give a more detailed account, not with the view of publishing 
or recording the errors or faults of an individual, but as fur- 
nishing a very singular illustration of the circumstances of reli- 
gion at a time and place of peculiar interest, and also as showing 
what care was taken, and what prudent zeal and ability were 
manifested in the government of the colonial church, by the 
prelate who at that time held the ss 

The letters which his care and assiduity have preserved to 
us, tell their own story, and require little or no introduction or 
commentary, but it may be right to premise that, interesting and 
curious as many of them are for various purposes, one great 
reason why they are given so fully is that the reader may more 
clearly understand and appreciate the masterly summing up of 
the primate. | 

The first is a letter from Dr. Cutler of Bostont to Archbishop 
Herring, dated Jan. 1, 1755: 


* British Magazine, for January, 1844, &c. 

_t This gentleman had once been President of Yale College; but at the time of 
his writing this letter he had been for thirty-two years Rector of Christchurch in 
Boston ; and he continued to hold that office until his death in 1765. Some inte- 
resting particulars respecting him will be found in the British Magazine for Aug., 
1844, vol. XXVIL. p. 127. 


Vout. XX XIT.—December, 1847. 2T 
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My Lord, 

Notwithstanding I have had little opportunity to make myself 
known to your Lordship, I presume, upon a necessary Occasion to 
wait on you in behalf of Mr. M° Clenacan the Bearer, a Proselyte 
to the Church of England, and, we have reason to think, upon worthy 
Motives, 

For many years he has been a Dissenting Teacher well approved 
among the Dissenters for his Religion and Morals, and his Attach- 
ment to his present Majesty and the House of Hanover; and, I sup- 
pose, if he had not left them, they had been liberal of their good 
words for him, 

He is now going from us to obtain, if he may, Ordination from 
our Right Rev® Diocesan, and a Mission from the Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel, to the most Eastward, and Frontier Part 
of this Province, of a large extent, and much exposed to the In- 
cursions of the Enemy, among a poor People, destitute of any 
Spiritual Helps and Advantages, desirous of a Minister, and particu- 
larly of Mr. M* Clenacan, well known, and approved of by them, 
They have addressed his Lordship and the Society. But the poor 
People have not been able to qualify themselves for their Favors 
which they need immediately, tho’ they will give themselves no rest 
till they are qualifyed, viz. with an House and Glebe for a Minister: 
and we humbly beg they may be indulged for the present, and that | 

Mr. M¢ Clenacan may be compassionately considered, having a Wife 
and 7 Children with but very little to subsist them. Should he not 
be accepted into this service, we know not where the People could be 
supplyed with a man of Fortitude and Resolution like him equal to 
this dangerous Undertaking, and with a Spirit calculated to the Hard- 
ships and Difficulties that attend it. 
I beg leave to tender this Person to your Lordship’s Compassion 
aud good Offices, and myself to your Candor & Prayers, And am, 
My Lord, 
Your Lordship’s 
Thankful and Obedient 
Son and Servant 


Timothy Cutler.* 
Boston, Jan. 1, 1755. 


The next is a letter, written in the course of the same year, 
to Archbishop Herring, by Mr. M‘Clenachan himself ;— 


Boston, y® 25% 1755. 
My Lord, 


When I had the Hon‘ of waiting on your Grace at your Palace in 
Croydon, you were pleased to indulge me with the liberty of writing 
to you. 

Before I left England I wrote to your Grace, & inform’d you of 
that Part of New England where the Venerable Society thought pro- 


* Lamb. MSS. 1123, Vol. Il. No. 88. 
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per to appoint me as an Itinerant Missionary : a place indeed much 
expos’d to our French & Indian Enemys, & where last Summer they 
have committed many depredations, 

But as I believe God is with me, I fear not what my Enemys can 
do against me. 

An Addition to my Small Salary (I doubt not) through your 
Graces favour is granted by the Society. 

The Bearer hereof Mr. Sam! Fairweather has been a dissenting 
teacher in Newengland for several years: he is descended of u re- 
putable family, maintains a good Character, & has conform’d to the 
Church of England upon the best principles. Permit me therefore 
to Beseech your Grace to Smile on him, for I am perswaded he is an 
honest worthy man. 

I earnestly beg an interest in your-prayers that I may be a faithfull 
& successfull minister of the Gospel of our Lord & Saviour Jesus 
Christ. 

I beg leave to Subscribe myself, 
Your Grace's 
very dutiful Son, 
& most Obedient 
humble Servant 
M¢ Clenachan.* 


Thus far the correspondence has been with Archbishop 
Herring. The following document, written after an interval of 
nearly four years, and the accession of Archbishop Secker, was 
addressed to Bishop Sherlock :— 


To the Right Reverend Father in God Thomas, by Divine 
Permission Lord Bishop of London, 


The Address of the Church Wardens & Vestry of Christ Church 
in the City of Philadelphia in the Province of Pennsylvania, in 
behalf of themselves and the Members of the said Church. 


In all humble Manner sheweth, 

. That since it hath pleased Almighty God in the Course of his Pro- 
vidence to visit with Sickness our Pastor the Reverend Doctor Robert 
Jenney in such manner as to render him unable to perform any pub- 
lick Service in our Church whereby the whole Duty for sometime 
past hath been discharged by the Honourable Society’s Catechist 
among us, the Reverend Mr. Sturgeon, a Service too hard and diffi- 
cult for any one Gentleman to execute. 

The Reverend Mr. William M‘Clennachan one of the Honourable 
Society’s worthy Missionaries on the Eastern Frontiers of New 
England on or about the first day of May last came among us by 
Accident, was invited to officiate in our Church which he chearfully 
did on several Sundays with so much Satisfaction to our Congrega- 


* Tbid. 103. 
27T2 
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tion that they prayed us to retain and settle him among us, they un- 
dertaking to make suitable Provision for him by their voluntary Sub- 
scriptions until other proper Support can be had. 

That on the nineteenth day of June last past the Vestry did ap- 
rove of, settle and establish Mr. M‘°Clennachan to be Assistant 
Minister to the reverend Doctor Jenney in this Church, he producing 
to us Testimonials of his religious and moral Character, which he hath 
since done to the satisfaction of us the Vestry and we doubt not of all 
who have seen his Credentials. 

Permit us, May it please your Lordship to say that since Mr. Mac- 
clennachan’s coming among us, our Church has been much crouded, 
appears to be in a very flourishing State, and from his pious and 
hearty Labours we doubt not many will be added to our Numbers 
from among the Dissenters of every sort; and it gives us the most 
sensible Pleasure to find he stands so fair with and high in the Esteem 
of the Honourable Society for propagating of the Gospel in Foreign 
parts for his faithful Discharge of his Duty in his late painful and 
dangerous Mission in their Service as appears from the Reverend 
Doctor Bancrofts late Letter to him. 

The present Visitation and Affliction of our Rector Doctor Jenney 
has disabled him from writing or joining with us in this Address, yet 
declaring that a Minister chosen by and agreeable to the People as his 
Assistant will well please him. 

May it therefore please your Lordship to favour the earnest 
Desires of us and this Congregation in the Settlement of Mr. 
Macclenachan in this Church for the doing whereof we most 
humbly pray your Lordship will be pleased to grant your 
Lycence to the Reverend Mr. William M*Clennachan thereby 
lycensing and authorising him to officiate perform and dis- 
charge his holy Office and Duty in this our Church at Phila- 
delphia according to the Rites and Ceremonies of the Church 
of England. Ever praying for Your Lordship’s Health in this 
World and Happiness in that which is to come. We pray 
leave to subscribe ourselves 

May it please your Lordship 
Your Lordships most Obedient humble Serv". 


Philadelphia, October 3, 1759. 


Ja* Humphreys Townsend White Evan Morgan 
John Ross Alex’ Stedman Wardens 
ib James Child Edw? Duffield Tho* Leech 
" Jn° Kearsley Jos. Redman William Pyewell 
Bingham P. Turner 
t John Sayre.* 


About the same time the following document was addressed 
to the same prelate :— 


* Ibid. 147. 
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To the Right Rev? Father in God, Thomas Lord Bishop of 
London, the humble Remonstrance of the Missionaries and 
other Clergy of the Church of England in Pennsylvania, 

Sheweth, 

That as the Rev’ Dr. Jenney, Minister of Christ Church, Philadel- 
phia, has been, by Weakness and Infirmities rendered incapable of 
exercising the Duties of his Office, the Church Wardens & Vestry of 


the said Church did address your Lordship in Behalf of Mr. Jacob . 


Duché then of Clare Hall in the University of Cambridge, praying 
that he might be ordained and licensed for an Assistant Minister to 
their Churches here ; which Request your Lordship was pleased to 
rant. 

; That some Time after this, and before the Arrival of Mr. Duché, 
the Rev’ Mr. Macclenaghan, Missionary at Kennebeck in New Eng- 
land having left his Mission on an Intention of settling in Virginia, 
and passing thro’ this Province in Order to bring his Family, was in- 
vited to preach in the Church, when some Members of the Congre- 
gation who heard him, being struck with his Manner, which is new 
and singular in our Church, made immediate Application to the Ves- 
try to have him fixed as an Assistant Minister; and as the Vestry 
objected that there was neither Vacancy nor Revenue, Dr. Jenney 
being already provided with two Assistants, they opened a private 
subscription for his support. 

That this Party were so extremely violent in their Proceedings, that 
such of the Vestry as were then in Town were obliged for the Peace 
of the Church to give way to their Proposals for the present, and even 
to proceed so far as to recommend him to your Lordship’s Licence. 
Notwithstanding Dr, Jenney is much against the whole Proceeding, 
& refused to sign their Address for that Purpose. 

We, therefore, as Ministers of the Church of England, think it in- 
cumbent on us to remonstrate against this Measure as a manifest 
Breach of that Order, which is so essential to the Well-Being of the 
Church; and we cannot but think, that the Manner in which Mr, 
Macclenaghan has been introduced into this Church, is directly con- 
trary to all the Rules and Discipline of the Church of England: for 
if this Proceeding be approved of, no Minister in these Colonies can 
have any Security for Peace & Harmony with his Congregation, since 
it would be at any Time in the Power of any Party among them to 
obtrude whom they please into the Church, without his Consent or 
Approbation. 

But we have other reasons beside these for addressing your Lord- 
ship at this Time. Being upon a visit in this City, we have attended 
Mr, Macelenaghan’s Preaching, and cannot but be of Opinion, from 
what we have heard from himself, that his Method is contrary to the 
Usage, not to say, the Doctrine of our Church. We have heard that 
he was educated, and has continued to preach, till within these few 
years, among the Presbyterians; and though he is in the Orders & 
Habit of the Church of England, we are fully satisfied, that he does 
not conform in every Respect to her Usage: and Ceremonies. He 
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preaches & prays extempore, speaks much of his own Orthodoxy, and 
frequently insinuates that his Brethren do not preach up the Articles 
of our Church. 

These Considerations, added to that of the extreme Violence of his 
Temper, and the haughty, supercilious Manner in which he treats his 
Brethren, the Clergy of this City, the bad Opinion, which the Gene- 
rality of his Brethren to the Northward entertain of him, the Divi- 
sions which he is said to have made among some of their Congrega- 
tions, together with the Confusion and Divisions, which he has already 
made in the Church here, have moved us to remonstrate to your 
Lordship against Mr. Macclenaghan and his Proceedings; and we 
humbly hope, that your Lordship will take such Measure, as your 
Wisdom shall think expedient to prevent this Gentleman from settling 
among us, and to restore Peace and Harmony among the Members of 
our established Church in this Province. 

We have only to add, that, in Consideration of the Confusions likely 
to ensue from this Affair, & thinking it may contribute to the Peace 
of the Church, we have agreed upon a general Meeting of the Clergy 
of this Province, as well as of such in the neighbouring Provinces as 
shall be pleased to attend, to be held in this City early in the Spring. 

We are, my Lord, with all Duty and Respect 
Your Lordships most Obedient Sons & Servants, 


Rob' Jenney Minist' of Christ Church Philip Reading, Mission’ at 


W™ Sturgeon, Catechist & Assistant Apoquinimint. 
in Philad* Rob‘ Carter Mission’ of the 
Jacob Duché Assistant Minister to the Bahama Islands. 
Churches of Philad* Hugh Neill Missionary of 
Oxford. 
Cha* Inglis Missionary of 
Dover. 


A true Copy compared with the Original by W. Smith.* 
Philad* 21" October, 1759. 


All this, and indeed all that precedes will be rendered more 
intelligible, by an extract from a letter of Dr. Smith to Arch- 
bishop Secker, which accompanied the above Remonstrance. 
From that part which does not relate to this business, and 
which is omitted for brevity’s sake, we learn that Dr. Smith had 
only arrived in Philadelphia ten days before, on his return from 
England :— 

Philad* 21* October, 1759. 

“ There was now a noble Prospect of Peace & Prosperity in our 
Church, Mr. Duché being wonderfully admired & Mr. Sturgeon 
very sincere, had not one Mr. M* Clenaghan, from a frontier Mission 
in New England found means to thrust himself into it under Pre- 


tence of Assisting Dr. Jenney, who had already two Assistants, & - 
protested against the whole Proceeding. 


* Ibid. 153. 
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This Man had lately occasioned the same Confusions in Dr. Cutler's 
Congregation in Boston, till at last he was refused his Pulpit, & that 
of most of his Brethren to the Northward, which made him turn his 
Course this way, upon a Scheme of seeking a Settlement in Virginia ; 
when the Quaker Party of our Church, who had formerly led off Mr. 
Sturgeon, thought this new Hand fitter for their Purpose, & imme- 
diately found means to get him forced in, as I said before, it being 
their Policy to distract our Church always by some Person or another, 
in order to keep it-weak & govern it. 

A Petition is sent to the BP of London to license him for this 
Place, in which it is alledged that Dr. Jenney could not sign it be- 
cause of Indisposition; but this: was so far from being true, that Dr. 
Jenney has signed a Remonstrance to the Bishop against granting any 
such License, in which he is joined by the other Missionaries & 
Clergy of the Province, a Copy of which I shall send your Grace by 
Mr. Morton, who comes in about 3 weeks from our College to offer 
himself as a Missionary for the Frontiers of N. Jersey. 

I shall then be more particular about this man, having wrote to 
Mr. Caner & others about him. The Remonstrance of the Clergy 
here was signed before I arrived, so that I could not join, nor would 
it have been proper, till I knew more. One Thing I can only say 
that Dr. Johnson of New York, Mr. Barclay there, & all the Clergy 
I have seen are unanimous against Mr. M* Clenaghan & would not 
give him their Pulpits if he were to call there, on Account of the Part 
he has acted & the Confusions he has occasioned to the Northward ; 
For he seems as wild as ever Whitfield was, is an avowed Methodist, 
preaches extempore for an hour and a half, uses long Prayers of his 
own, & in a word has many Things in his Manner which is new and 
very exceptionable in our Church. I have wrote to Dr. Nichois, & 
a Copy of the Address of the Clergy, against licensing him for this 
Place is sent to the Bishop. As I have determined to take no Part 
in this Affair without the best & fullest Grounds, all I have to beg is 
that the Granting his License, or any way encouraging his Settlement 
_ here, may be suspended till more is known concerning him, & till the 

arrival of our Letters by Mr. Morton. And this I hope is so rea- 

sonable and so necessary that I flatter myself it wili be approved by 
your Grace, Dr. Nichols will no Doubt wait upon you with the Re- 
monstrance of the Clergy & take that Advice which may be proper.”* 


It would be very interesting to give at full length the “ Minutes 
of a Convention or voluntary meeting of the Episcopal Clergy 
of Pennsylvania,” as transmitted to Archbishop Secker under 
the hands of Dr. Jenney, Dr. Smith, and Messrs. Sturgeon and 
Duché; but we must content ourselves with extracting a letter 
addressed by Dr. Jenney to Mr. M¢Clenachan :— 


“ Rey Sir 


About a twelvemonth ago, having been much Solicited by sundry 
Persons in my Congregation, I granted you the occasional use of my 


* Ibid. 154. 
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Pulpit. You must certainly know that the only Conditions upon 
which it was in my Power to grant this were— Your conforming your- 
self to the Canons and Discipline of our Church, procuring sufficient 
Testimonials of your former Conduct, and obtaining the Lord Bishop 
of London's License and Approbation for your Removal to this 
Place, but tho’ you have had sufficient Time, you have not only pro- 
duced no such License or Approbation but on the Contrary 1. am 
sufficiently assured that your whole Conduct is so much disapproved 
of that you will never obtain any License, so that I might have been 
well Warranted in denying you my Pulpit sometime ago. But I 
must now tell you, that your late Conduct has been such, that even if 
you were Licensed to preach here, I could not allow you any more 
use of my Pulpit till I had laid the matter before Your Superiors ; 
and therefore you are to take notice that you are henceforth to desist 
from preaching in my Church or Congregation. My Reasons for 
this I shall transmit to those who have the Proper Authority to take 
Cognizance of them. 

May God forgive you the Disturbances you have made in my Con- 
gregation, and the uneasinesses you have added to those which the 
Hand of Heaven, and Infirmities of Age had already laid upon me. 

Sir, 


Your Humble Servant, 


Robert Jenny.’’* 
June 17%, 1760. 


Next (though a few days prior in date, yet next in the arrange- 
ment made by the irdibidion himself) comes what he has in- 
dorsed as a “ Letter from 18 Presbyterian Ministers convened 
at Philadelphia to me, May 24, 1760” :— 


May it please Your Grace, 

Encouraged by the amiable and excellent Character we have 
received of your Grace, as a sincere and catholic Friend to Truth and 
practical Religion, We, Ministers of the Presbyterian Denomination in 
the Provinces of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New York, provi- 
dentially convened in Philadelphia, unsolicited by the Gent. concerned, 
I beg leave, in the most respectful Manner, to address Your Grace, in 
the only Way which our Distance will admit, as Witnesses and Peti- 
tioners for what we cannot but account the common Cause of Truth 
and Religion, and one of its successful and popular Advocates in these 
Parts, namely The Rev’ William M¢Clenehen. 

This Gentleman, has for some Time past officiated in Philadelphia, 
as Assistant to the Rev Doct' Jenny, and has given such publick 
Specimens of his Zeal for the Doctrines of Christianity as contained 
in the Articles of the Church of England, and so remarkable a Bless- 
ing has attended his Ministry in some striking Instances of unquestion- 
able Reformation from Vice and Infidelity, that, from what we per- 
sonally know, or have heard of him, we cannot but look upon him as 


* Ibid. 183, p. 14, 
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worthy of our warm and hearty Recommendation ; and we beg Leave 
to/agsure your Cirace that tho’ we will not be accountable for any 
Man's Prudentials in every step of his Conduct, even in carrying on 
the best Design, nor presume to determine future Contingencies; Yet 
it is our humble Opinion, that his continuing to officiate in Philadel- 
phia, will greatly tend to advance our common Christianity, and there- 
fore most earnestly pray, Your Grace would use Your utmost Influence 
to have him inducted and settled in said City. 

' We are encouraged and even constrained thus far to intermeddle in 
this Affair, by our disinterested regard to those fundamental Doctrines 
of the Christian Religion and the Protestant Reformation, in which 
we are so happy as to agree with that Church over which Your Grace 
presides, and to the cause of Virtue and practical Piety ; a Regard so 
warm and extensive, that no Differences in lesser Matters, nor any 
selfish Attachments toa Party, can extinguish ; and by the candid Invi- 
tation of the Society for propagating Christian Knowledge in foreign 
Parts, that the Inhabitants of these Plantations would transmit to them 
such Accounts of their Missionaries, as might enable them to form a just 
Estimate of their Character and Conduct. 

And did Your Grace but fully know the Circumstances of this 
Affair, You would be sensible, that perhaps no Application was ever 
made to Your Grace with more unquestionable and self-evident Dis- 
interestedness and Impartiality. 

Praying for Your Grace’s Happiness and extensive Usefulness, 
we are 

May it please Your Grace 
Your Grace’s respectfull 
and most humble Servants, 
Gilbt Tennent 
W™ Tennent. 
Charles Tennent. 
Sam! Davies. 
John Blair. 
Moses Tuttle. 
John Rodgers. 
Charles Macknight. 
Benj" Chesnut. 
W™ Ramsey. 
James Finley. 
Abraham Keteltas. 
John Roan, 
Abner Brush. 
John Moffatt. 
At Whorter. 
Rob. Smith, 


Samuel Kennedy. 
Philadelphia, May 24, 1760.* 


* Ibid, 186, 
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This is followed by a long and very explanatory letter from 
Dr. Smith to the Primate :— 


My Lord, . 

Before my Return from England, the Clergy of this Province had 
agreed that it might be of Service to Religion, & promote Harmony & 
better Acquaintance with one another, to hold a free and voluntary 
Convention at Philadelphia, ‘They accordingly met here May the 
Ist, being the Time of our public Commencement, & did me the 
Honour of chusing me their President, as Dr. Jenney was unable to 
discharge that Office ; and herewith I transmit a Copy of their minutes, 
together with a humble Tender of our Duty in a joint Address, which 
is enclosed to your Grace. 

On Perusal of the minutes, your Grace will be pleased to observe 
that a like friendly Meeting is purposed next May; before which I 
hope to have the Honor of hearing from your Grace, in answer to our 
said humble Address, that such Meetings, when held on/y for the Pur- 
poses of Religion, and conducted with mutual Temper & Love, with- 
out any vain Parade, or assuming Powers and Authorities which we 
have not, will meet with your Grace’s countenance and Approbation, 
as they have also been countenanced by our present worthy Governor 
& the Government here—[vid. his Honour’s Answer to our Address 
in the Minutes. ] 

Our last meeting was productive of the best consequences, in attach- 
ing us closely to each other, at the present Crisis; and I hope, on the 
Face of our Proceedings, which lie full and genuine before your Grace, 
there will appear all the Marks of Temper and Decorum of Conduct. 
To preserve this at every future Meeting shall be my earnest Endea- 
vour so far as any Influence of mine extends. 

Along with the Minutes of the Meeting or Convention, your Grace 
will receive the Minutes of such Transactions as have come before five 
of us who were appointed to be a standing Committee, to assist & 
advise Dr. Jenney in his present Troubles, & to do such other Things 
as might be for the general Good of the Church. There is also an 
ample State of the Missions &c. transmitted by us; all which Papers 
are sent under Cover to Dr. Bearcroft, to be by him presented to your 
Grace. 

I have already troubled your Grace sufficiently on the Affair of 
Mr. Macclennaghan, & as I hope this shall be the last Time I shall 
have Occasion to mention his name, I shall briefly lay every Thing 
concerning him in one view, from the Time of his Coming into our 
Church to the 17th of June last, when he left it to set up a private 
Meeting or Conventicle of his own; that so your Grace may be taken 
in nothing unprovided, or uninformed. ‘These particulars I am en- 
abled to give by Letters from Mr. Caner & Mr. Apthorp ; the former 
of whom has promised to write to your Grace in Confirmation of what 
he has wrote to me. 

“ Mr. Macclennaghan, he tells us, had various Removes among the 
Presbyterians, owing to his own imprudent and restless Temper; till 


Philadelphia, July 1st, 1760. 
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about four years ago he offered himself to the Church, recommended 
by Mr Shirley to the Kennebeque Mission, on account of his robust 
Constitution ; to which he was appointed [March 21] in the Begin- 
ning of the year 1755, from which Time his Salary commenced. 
While in London, he made an Acquaintance with Dr. Ward, and got 
a Quantity of his Quack-Medicines, with which he embarked, ‘pur- 
posing to settle wherever he could, in the double Capacity of Quack- 
Doctor and Quack-Preacher. In his way, he stop’d at Halifax & en- 
deavoured to settle himself as a Physician there, as I am informed. 
But Matters not answering, he left that & got to Boston the September 
following, near 7 Months after his appointment to his Mission. When 
he came to Boston, instead of proceeding to Kennebeque, Mr. Caner 
writes that he took a House on Lease for three years, & began to 
practise asa Physician, pretending to perform extraordinary Cures, by 
means of certain Nostra. At the same Time, Dr. Cutler being~indis- 
posed, he made a Party to force himself into the Dr’s. Congregation, 
Mr, Caner, seeing this remonstrated to Mr. Macclennaghan that he 
would write to the Society if he did not proceed to his Mission (for 
which he was receiving his Salary) & forbear disturbing other Congre- 
gations. At length, viz the May following, 18 months after his Ap- 
pointment, he went to Kennebeque for the first Time. As soon as he 
was gone, Mr. Caner learned that he was deeply in Debt, which soon 
brought him back to Boston, with a view to take the Benefit of the 
Act of Insolvency. Mr. Caner, thinking that this would bring a Re- 
flexion on the Church, writes me that he once more sought Mr. Mac- 
clennaghan out (who appeared now only on Sundays) and assured 
him that if he proceeded in that manner, he would be obliged to write 
to the Society & procure his Dismission. He asked what he could do, 
seeing his creditors prevented his going abroad to discharge the Duties 
of his Mission, & his Family were in a suffering Condition. Mr, 
Caner advised him to endeavour to get a Living in the back Parts of 
Maryland or Virginia, where by good Oeconomy he might maintain 
his Family & save something to pay his Debts justly. He took the 
Hint, went to Virginia, made an Agreement for a Cure, as he says of 
£150 ster. per Annum, obtained half a year’s Salary in advance, & 
was in the way to bring his Family, when unluckily he hit upon this 
Town, forgot all his Engagements to the People of Virginia, as he had 
before done to the Society, & looking on Philadelphia as a better Place 
to exercise his double Profession, deterinined to settle here. Mr, Caner 
by Letter once more remonstrated to him his want of Talents for such 
a Place as Philadelphia, & his Unfaithfulness to his former Engage- 
ments; but all to no Purpose. 

All this happened during my absence in England. As for the rest, 
your Grace has been already informed of it. During the winter, his 
chief aim was, in all his Preaching, to run down the Clergy, & per- 
suade the People that he himself was the only sound Divine, He 
scarce ever staid to hear any of the other Preachers in our Church, 
but when it was not his own Turn to officiate, went to another Society 
of Swedes in ‘Town, preached in their meeting, & carried his Followers 
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with him, whom he had also brought to hear nobody but himself, 
When the Presbyterian Synod met, he associated much with the New 
Light part of them as they are called, & procured an Address from 
them to your Grace in his Favour, a Copy of which, with our Letter 
on the subject is in our minutes. Whether they have sent the original, 
I know not; but happening to have a larger Interest with the Members 
of that Synod than Mr. Macclennaghan had, having been long con- 
nected with the principal Men among them (one of whom Dr. Alison 
is Vice-provost of our College) I obtained a Declaration from their 
Body, disowning their public Knowledge of the Matter, so that it 
passed over as a private Affair. How many signed it, perhaps your 
Girace will better know; but I think they must have been a sinall 
Number in Comparison of the whole, there being about 50 Members 
at their Synod. By an Address sent at the Desire of the larger Part 
of them to Dr. Chandler, he is requested to assure your Grace that 
they are in good Harmony with the regular Ministers of our Church ; 
that they disapprove all meddling in our affairs on the part of their 
Brethren, & that Gilbert Tennent & others who address in favour of 
Macclennaghan, have been long Disturbers of their own Societies. 
The Trath of this Dr. Chandler well knows. 

Soon after this, Mr. Macclennaghan preached two such extraor- 
dinary Sermons, charging the whole Body of our Church & Clergy, 
with Heterodoxy, excepting a few worthy Divines on the other side of 
the Atlantic (who, we were made to understand, were persecuted for 
their Faith) that he lost all the Vestry that had before applied to have 
him licensed; and they joined Dr. Jenney in resolving to allow Mr. 
Macclennaghan no more the use of the Pulpit to be employed for such 
Purposes, as railing against our Clergy & Establishment. And so 
euraged were they, that they tho’ the Matter had been put on the Issue 
of the Bishop’s Letter, they would not wait that Issue; being deter- 
mined that even if he was licensed, they would not sit under such 
Ministry. The Bishop's Letter, which was a very full one, came a 
few Days afterwards, & was intimated to him, desiring his Removal to 
perform his Engagements in Virginia; but he refused: and the 
(Quakers, who love to divide, in order to rude, our Church, & have been 
at the Bottom of all the Troubles in it, & particularly the Opposition 
to me, immediately opened their State-House, or public Room where 
the Assembly meets, in order to give it Mr. Macclennaghan ; who in 
Return does their Business for them in trumpeting forth the Errors of 
our Church, the Corruption of our Priests &e. 

The number that followed Mr. Macclennaghan from our Church to 
his Conventicle are but inconsiderable ; & as they were the Tools of 
the Quaker Party to distract and divide ; we think such a Purgation 
a happy Incident. The Church is as crouded as ever on Sundays, & 
great Numbers are not able to get Pews. And as for my particular 
Opponents, they are now fairly gone. They are about Building a 
Place of worship for Mr. Macclennaghan, and still will be hardy 
enough to sollicit a License for him, by every Misrepresentation of all 
the regular Clergy both here & in Boston, But I hope your Grace 
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will think it proper that such Proceedings, that tend to destroy all 
order, shall never have any countenance, ‘I'he Quakers and their 
open adherents are the chief People who contribute to encourage this 
Schism. One of the oldest Quakers in the Province has procured the 
Ground on which the House is to be built; so that by the Turn this 
Affair has taken, your Grace has a fresh Proof, were any necessary, 
that the State I gave of these matters in all my former Representa- 
tions was just. God, who knows the Heart, sees that I have no Self- 
view in these Matters. Some of my own Brethren, by the Arts & 
Jealousy of Party, had heretofore been misled & drawn in to insinuate 
such Things. But they haye been convinced by Experience, & suf- 
fered for their Mistake: and if they had now twenty hands each would 
subscribe to the Truth of what I have said. Indeed, I had much more 
Opportunity of seeing farther into these Matters than they. The Op- 
position that was early made to me & to our College, led me to trace 
the Sources from whence it sprung ; & 1 soon saw that the same Hands 
were at work to weaken & divide our Church by some of her own un- 
worthy Members, who drew many weak People in with them. But 
it is time to quit this Subject. 

The Bearer of this Mr. Samuel Keene is of a good Family in Mary- 
land, where he is to be provided for in the Church, He is a youth of 
as great Decorum of Character as I have ever met with ; prudent, sen- 
sible and well accomplished in all useful Literature, according to his 


Years. He has had a regular & full Education in our College, of 


which he isa Bachelor of Arts; and he will give your Grace the utmost 
Satisfaction in every Enquiry that your Grace may be pleased to make 
in Respect to the State of Religion and Learning here. 

The hon’* James Hamilton, the worthy Governor of this Province, 
has given me his Leave to request that he may be proposed and ac- 
cepted as a Member of the Society, & I hope he may be honoured 
with your Grace’s Approbation. He will give proper Directions to 
his Correspondent, in regard to the Present he intends, & his annual 
Subscription; on which head I have wrote to Dr. Nichols. 

Should your Grace find Leisure to honour me with any Commands, 
Mr, Penn will take Care of the Conveyance ; unless there should be 
some particular Person bound thither. Ihave not yet had the Honour 
ofany Thing immediately from your Grace, since I left England. 

am, 
May it please your Grace, 
Your Grace’s most dutiful Son & Servant 
William Smith. 


P.S. Your Grace will be pleased to excuse the bad Hand the 
Minutes are written in, as we were obliged to be more careful in getting 


a faithful Clerk than an elegant one. Indeed, my own Letter needs 
the like Apology.* 


Next follows what the Archbishop has endorsed as a “ Letter 
to me from several members of the Ch. of England at Phila 


* Ibid. 189, 
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delphia in favour of Mr. Macclenachan, not dated. Reed. 
Aug. 23. 1760.” 


To the Right Rev’ Father in God Thomas by Divine Providence 
Lord ArchBishop of Canterbury, Metropolitan of all England, 


May it Please Your Grace, 

Moved by an Anxious Concern for Truth and the Fundamental 
Principles of the Christian Church over which your Grace has with 
such Advantage to her Promotion, and Reputation to yourself so long 
presided ; and embolden’d by the excellent Character you sustain. 
We Members of the Established Church of England in the City of 
Philadelphia, in the most respectful and humble manner, beg leave to 
throw our selves at your Grace's Feet, in behalf of the Reverend Mr. 
William Macclenachan our Pastor, and in favour of those our Reli- 
gious Rights and Privileges, in which our Peace on Earth and our 
K.\verlasting Welfare hereafter are most intimately concerned. ‘This 
we do from a full hope and confidence in your Wonted Justice and 
Goodness, that you will upon a true and undisguised Representation 
of our Circumstances, hear with patience, Judge with Impartiality, 
aud by your generous and Christian Influence, heal the Wound which 
has been made in our peace and Religious Rights. 

Our case may it please your Grace, naked and without disguise is 
as follows—The Rev‘ Gentleman after having more than once solicited 
leave, from the Honorable Society for propagating the Gospel, to de- 
part from their Service on the Frontiers of the Masachusets Bay, and 
patiently waiting for an answer without effect for a long time, was at 
last impelled by the threatening danger of a most Savage Enemy at 
his Door, added to his distressing Poverty, having no other support for 
his Wife and Eight small Children, than the Fifty pounds Sterling per 
annum allowed by the Society ; We say for these Reasons it appears 
to us he was obliged to look out for a parish where more safety might 
be found and his tender Connexions preserved above the distress of 
Penury and Want, which they had often before experienced. In his 
way through this City from the province of Virginia, being invited to 
officiate in the Chureh, he gave such evident Specimens of his Abilities 
and Zeal for the Doctrines of Christianity, as taught by the Articles of 
our Church, and such blessed Effects immediately attended his pious 
Endeavours, that he was prevailed on by the Warm and Affectionate 
Solicitations of a large number of the reputable and well disposed 
Members of the Congregation, to assume the Office and duties of a 
Minister among us; after producing the most satisfactory and ample 
Testimonials of his Religious Life and Conversation, he was at the 
instance of the said Congregation admitted as an Assistant Minister to 
the Reverend Doctor Jenny, then and now the infirm and incapaci- 
tated Minister of the said Church; and the Vestry, with the Assent 
of Dr. Jenny, Recommended him to His Lordship the Bishop of Lon- 
don for his Licence. ‘This done he accordingly enter’d upon the duties 
of his Office, not having enter’d into any Engagements with the 
people of Virginia, tho’ the Contrary has been represented to his Lord- 
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ship the Bishop of London, as appears by a Copy of Dr. Nicolls’s 
Letter herewith sent your Grace. 

We beg leave further to Represent, that such has been the pious 
Labours and indefatiguable Industry of this worthy Gentleman among 
us, such his exemplary Piety and the happy Effects of his Doctrines 
and Ministry, that many have been brought to hunger and thirst after 
Righteousness, the Established Religion has been much increased, 1 
great numbers in a short time been added to our Congregation and an 
earnest desire Created that he should be setled and fix’d in this City. 
But, Rev Sir, it is with the most painful concern, for that Religion 
which is in particular entrusted to your Grace’s Care and protection, 
3 that we inform you that notwithstanding the late flourishing State of 
4 the Church, occasioned by the Success which attended the pious 
Labours of this Zealous Advocate of Christianity, notwithstanding his 
blameless and inoffensive Conduct and Conversation among us, he has 
been lately, to the astonishment and great dissatisfaction of a consider- 
able Majority of our Church, removed from the Office of Assistant 
Minister, and utterly prohibited the use of the Church by the Minister, 
and a Majority of the Vestry thereof, without being called upon to 
answer to any charge they might have to Alledge against him, but 
merely on the presumption that the Lord Bishop of London would 
Refuse his Licence, (for his Refusal was not then come to hand) as 
many had contrary to the inclinations of the Congregation and their 
Vestry’s Address, Copy of which we take liberty to inclose, endea- 
vourd to poison the mind of his Lordship by a Misrepresentation of 
Facts tc the great prejudice of us and our Worthy, tho’ abused 
Pastor. 

Justly alarm’d at measures so inconsistent with the peace of the 
Church and their Religious Rights ; concerned that a Minister of the 
Gospel from whose edifying Iixample they had received such Benefit 
and from whose instructive Lessons of Christianity such extensive Ad- 
é vantages, a great Majority of the Congregation immediately Resolved 
: by the Blessing of God to Erect a new Church for this Worthy Gen- 
tleman ; a Subscription was immediately propagated and the sum of 
Kighteen Hundred Pounds in Six days raised in the Congregation for 
that purpose, besides the Promise of the most generous and charitable 
Aid of the people of every denomination towards this pious design, 
which May it please your Grace, with great Truth we can assure you, 
arises from a full Conviction these Witnesses of the whole ‘Transac- 
tion are under of the unkind Treatment which the Congregation and 


- 


this Rev’ Gentleman have received, and from a Real Concern for 
Religion in general. 
Permit us, may it please your Grace, to give you an irrefragable 

q proof of the Popularity of this Servant of the Church and his real Im- 
i portance to the Cause of Religion among us. When prohibited from 
the use of the pulpit of Christ Church, and favoured by the Represen- 
tatives of the people, with the occasional use of the State-House, he 
; was and still is, followed by a Multitude of people of all Denominations 
: of Religion, his Audience has been erowded by Thousands and the 
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Doctrines of the Established Church expounded and taught with such 

Zeal and Abilities as has given general satisfaction, and must: greatly 

canoe the work of piety and true Christianity, which your Grace is 
nown to have so much at heart. 

Also permit us to assure your Grace that we are actuated in this 
Address by no sinister views whatsoever, nothing less than a disinter- 
ested Regard for the fundamental Doctrines of our Church, the pro- 
motion of Godliness and true piety, and our peace and eternal Wel- 
fare, are the genuine Motives of our Conduct. That we have a few 
Enemies is notorious ; we trust our security against their misrepresen- 
tations to your Grace, or his Lordship, the Bishop of London, Rests 
in your known Goodness and Justice, and that you will not Judge, 
much less Condemn, upon any Representations against us, without 
affording us an opportunity of defence. In the meantime we are en- 
couraged, with the greatest Respect and Humility, to Intreat your 
Grace, by your wellknown Regard for the Truths of the Everlasting 
Gospel, the Peace of the Church, the Welfare of Christianity, and by 
that Liberty wherewith Christ has made us free, to consider how un- 
just and unreasonable, and indeed how inconsistent with the Promo- 
tion of Religion, it is to Refuse a large number of people, who we trust 
are earnestly endeavouring in the way Heavenward, the Instruction 
of a Man in whose Lessons they can Confide, and whose Doctrines 
have been to them very salutary; and what is worse to force them to 
hear men whose Doctrines, not being agreeable to the Articles of the 
Church, cannot please, nor their Lessons convey Instructions; or 
oblige them to accept the other painful Alternative of being expelled 
from the House of God, and more especially, when they are willing to 
maintain and support the Minister of their Choice. 

Therefore to Conclude We humbly beg leave to Implore your 
Grace, that as our principles of Religion are those of the Established 
Church of England, agreeable to the true and literal sense and mean- 
ing of the Articles thereof, and none other, that We may not be stig- 
matised with the opprobrious Names of Schismaticks, Separatists, 
&e. &e., But that your Grace will be pleased to take us under your 
Patronage and Protection, together with our Church now about to be 
Erected in this City, distinguished by the Name of Saint Paul's 
Church. 

As his Lordship the Bishop of London’s Indisposition, we hear, ren- 
ders him incapable of Business, to whom can we look up, or from whom 
can we expect Relief under our present situation, but Your Grace. 

That your Grace may long continue, by your Piety, Justice and 
extensive Usefulness, an Ornament to the Church is the sincere 
prayer of 

May it please Your Grace 
Your Grace’s most Dutiful and 
Obedient Humble Servants.* 


This letter is signed by between eighty and ninety persons. 


* Ibid. 194. 
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It. is followed by one from Mr. MacClenachan himself, which 
the Primate has endorsed as “not dated. Reed. Aug. 23, 
1760” 


May it please Your Grace. 

I here present you with a brief Narrative of my Conduct and Cir- 
cumstances since I entered into the Work of the Gospel Ministry in 
the Church of England, with a brief and honest Acc‘ of the State 
of Religion in the Plantations, so far as I have been acquainted 
with it. 

‘In the Year 1755 I went to London for holy Orders well recom- 
mended by many Persons of Distinction, among whom Your Lord- 
ship was one. I had the Pleasure of being kindly received by many 
dignified Clergy of our Church. I was ordained Deacon and Priest 
in about a Month after my arrival, and was appointed an itinerant 
Missionary on the eastern Frontiers of the Massachusets Bay in New 
England. ‘The spring Ships bound for England sailed before I was 
ready to take a Passage in one of them, by which means | was de- 
tained above four Months in London. Unwilling to spend my ‘lime 
idley, and St, Ann’s Church in Lym-house wanting a Minister, | cheer- 
fully undertook the Duty, & (blessed be God) I laboured not unsuc- 
cessfully, and I was warmly invited to continue there; but the 
poor Inhabitants of the eastern Frontiers in New Iungland wanted me 
more, and I thought had a better Title to me, for which reason I de- 
clined settling in that amiable Church, where Kase, Pleasure and 
Profit would have been my Portion, and chose rather for a Time to 
preach the Gospel to the poor in the Wilderness, where 1 knew 
Dangers and Difficulties would await and surround me. During my 
Stay in London, I preached in sixteen Churches and the Rev? Doct 
Bearcroft without my Request certified that my Behavour [sie] in 
aoa was worthy the good character transmitted from New king- 
and, 

| embarked at Gravesend the 8th of Aug‘tand arrived at Boston 
the 10th of October following. 

I did not think it safe to move my Wife and Eight Children on the 
Kve of the Winter to the Wilderness, especially as there was no place 
prepared by the People for my Reception: I therefore brought my 
Family to Boston, and wintered there. 

During this ‘Time I was not forgetful nor negligent of my Duty as 
a Clergyman of the Church of Ingland, I preached at Stoughton, 
Needham, Watertown and Woburn; these places enjoyed not the 
public Worship of God, according to our Liturgy, I hope my Labours 
were not entirely lost in those Places. I was the first Church of Eng- 
land Clergyman that had ever preached in Watertown, and without 
Vanity I may say, that I was the Instrument of opening up to the 
People there the Excellency of our Church Service and bringing them 
to be Members of the Church of England. I Jaid the Foundation, 
may God enable the Gent. that is now settled there, faithfully and 
successfully to do his Duty. 


Vou, December, 1847. 
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As early as I cou’d with Safety I embark’d for Kennebec, where I 
was kindly received by the poor Inhabitants, & to their service I in- 
tirely devoted myself, | preached twice every Sunday, and frequently 
on Week days. I traveled among the People visiting them and bap- 
tising their Children and doing them every good Office in my Power. 
‘The War with.the French and Indians became very hot, I lived in an 
Old dismantled Fort, without Arms, Ammunition or Soldiers, and 
there was not an English Inhabitant on the Western side of Kennebec 
River between me and Quebec. In this dangerous situation I con- 
tinued travelling not less than 1000, or 1200 Miles every year in the 
Discharge of the several Duties 6f my sacred function. I was allowed 
50 pounds Ster. annually from the Society, a great part of this sum, 
I was obliged to spend in maintaining the Men who rowed me from 
place to place, the remainder was no ways suflicient to support my 
Family. I frequently wrote to Doc’ Bearcroft and beged [sic] that my 
difficult and dangerous Circumstances might be laid before the society. 
I receiv’d several Letters from the Doct but no Encouragement of 
being appointed to any other place. At length almost worn out with 
Fatigue and myself and Family being daily in Jeopardy of being 
killed or captivated by the cruel Enemy, | resolved to take a tour to 
the Southward, & see what Providence wou’d do for me; I took a 
passage to Virginia, and there being many vacant parishes I was soon 
appointed to one, where I performed I believe to the satisfaction of 
the People. I found I might be provided for in that Colony and hada 
prospect of doing service, and therefore thought it my Duty to hasten 
tothe Northward to deliver my Family from the Danger of the common 
Kuemy. I must here beg leave to inform your Grace, that I received 
no Sum of Mony from the Church where I preached to enable me to 
bring my Family to that Part, nor even pay for the Time I served 
them in my sacred Office, this I am obliged to acquaint You with, 
because it has been represented to the Lord Bishop of London that I 
was under strong Obligations to return to Virginia, because of many 
generous Donations to support me and my Family. This Report is 

malicious and false, which will soon appear in a very public Manner. 
This Digression I thought necessary because ’tis possible that the same 
Story has been or may be conveyed to your Grace. On my Journey 
to new England I arrived at the opulent City of Philadelphia, where 
I pay’d my Compliments to the Rev? Doct Jenny Minister of Christs 
Church in that City, and to the Rev’ Mr. Sturgeon Chatechist 
ied to the Negroes: the Doc" for a long time has been incapable of 

oing Duty in the Church, and at that Time Mr. Sturgeon happened 
to be indisposed and incapable of doing Duty. I was invited by the 
Doc’ and Mr, Sturgeon to preach and I accordingly preached fore 
and afternoon ; for which I received the Thanks of these Gentlemen. 
I intended the Tuesday following to have push’d on my Journey, but 
was persuaded to spend another Sunday with them accordingly I 
preached fore and afternoon again & Mr. Sturgeon read Prayers. On 
Monday several of the Congregation paid me a visit and express’d 
their very warm Desires that I shoud continue for some Time to 


* 
£ 
| 
a | 
f 
4 
Beer. 4 
at 
| ( 
a 
iH 
¥ 
WH 
Hie 
| 44. at 
4 
| 
| 
| 


THE CHURCH IN PENNSYLVANIA. 619 


preach and perform the other Dutys of my Function on Probation 
with a view to settle with them, to which I consented and proceeded 
according to an Act of Vestry in my Favor. The 19th of June the 
Vestry again met, and with the Advice of the Congregation elected 
settled established and confirmed me an Assistant Minister to the 
Reverend Doc' Jenny, and voted to address his Lordship the Bishop 
of London for his Licence to me to this Church, So being I produced 
good Testimonials of my moral and religious Life, in the places where 
I had lived. I procured ample Testimonials of my Christian Be- 
haviour from the People among whom I had labour'd in the Society's 
Service ; and from many Gentlemen of Distinction both of the Church 
and Presbyterians who had been acquainted with me for many years. 
These Credentials I laid before the Vestry who unanimously approved 
of them, und accordingly wrote a Letter to the Bishop of London for 
his Licence for me. I likewise wrote a Letter to his Lordship, & to 
Doc’ Bearcroft, and I doubted not of being favoured with a Licence. 
But alas! while I thought all was well and had no Mistrust of any 
Plot or Design against me, then were the crafty employ’d in contriving 
Means to dissuade his Lordship from sending me his licence. God 
knows what Art and low cunning they have used and how they have 
abused the good old Bishop and (I doubt not many other Clergy. 
Several Letters and Addresses have been sent to the Bishop of London 
as if from the Vestry & Parishioners recommending strongly the 
Rev‘ Messrs. Sturgeon and Duschee as assistant Ministers to Doc* 
Jenney and desiring that I might be dismiss’d. ‘This Fallacy this 
unparalel’d Piece of Perfidy, will in a fair and reputable Manner 
be laid before Your Grace by a Multitude of the honest and worthy 
Members of the Church of England in this City. To their clandestine 
Addresses his Lordship the Bishop of London has given great Credit, 
for their request is granted and Messrs, Sturgeon and Duschee are ap- 
pointed Assistant Ministers to Doct Jenney and I am dismissed, The 
good Bishop has not thought proper to Answer the honest Letter sent 
to him by the honest Vestry regularly assembled, nor to my Letter. 
This is a little surprising if his Lordship received our Letters and as 
Doc' Bearcro{t to whom they were inclosed has informed me that he 
forwarded them, I cannot think how they could be miscarried. How- 
ever the one Party is favoured and their Request granted and the other 
despised and condemned without a hearing. His Lordships Letter 
discharges all People from giving any Encouragement to me to live in 
any Part of this Province and charges them to assist in moving me to 
Virginia. But before this extraordinary Letter arrived, Dr. Jenney 
and a Majority of his Vestry assembled in three Hours from the Time 
the Warning was given and dismiss’d me, declaring that they were 
well assured that his Lordships Letter would be to the same purpose, 

Is this the Reward of my arduous Labours? No, Heaven has and 
will reward me. Have I been often in danger by sea and Land and 
among the merciless savages and am I now in perils among false 
Brethren, of whom I might have expected better, they have done 
me much wrong the Lord forgive them. I am unwarrantably and 
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ernely thrust out of the Church but Glory be to God not out of 
the Church of Christ. I am dismissed from this Church without being 
allowed to speak for myself, and the Doors shut against me for preach. 
ing the Doctrines of the Gospel, the Faith of our holy Church blessed 
be the Lord who has thought me worthy to suffer for his Name's 
sake. 

Ought I then tamely and cowardly to submit to the despotic Act of 
this superanuated Ruler with a Majority of the Vestry many of them 
being as much prejudiced against the Articles of our Church as they 
are against me the Preacher of them? Shall I now cease to preach 
a crucified Christ according to the power that was given me, by the 
Bishop and Presbyters of the Church of England, when in my Or- 
dination they so solemnly laid their Hands on my Head, and I as 
solemnly promised (by divine Aid) to preach thein and to banish all 
strange Doctrine? no, no, God being my Helper, I will not, I cannot, 
I dare not Wo be to me, if I preach not the Gospel, not with enticeing 
Words of Man's Wisdom but in demonstration of the Spirit and of 
Power. 

One Door has been shut against me, God has opened another. I 
was dismissed by the Doc’ and Vestry in Manner aforesaid on wed- 
nesday, the Bishop’s Letter arrived the saturday following and I read 
Prayers and preached at the State house on sunday to above, perhaps 
five thousand hearers. The Benefit of assembling in this spacious 
Building for the public Worship of God we shall enjoy, till the Church 
be built, which will be with all possible expedition. 

For this Blow at christian Liberty makes all good Men pitty and 
help us, ‘This alas! will render Prelacy very contemptible, in this’ 
Part of the World, for a free People will ever esteem it their Priviledge 
to choose their own Ministera right which they in the Plantations will 
not care to give up. Let not my Lord imagine that I write thus through 
disregard to our Church God forbid, [ am grieved at my very soul, 
that our holy Church by such an unwarrantable Procedure is thus 
wounded. Let none imagine that we are about to erect a Church 
separate from the Church of England, no, we shall strictly adhere to 
her Liturgy Doctrines and Discipline. 2 

Thus I have informed Your Grace of my Conduct and Circum- 
stances, from my entering into the sacerdotal Office to this day. 

By Your Grace's Letter to Dr. Johnson, of which I have had the 
Favor of a Copy, | am emboldened to give You an imperfect but honest 
and melancholy account of the state of Religion in our Churches in 
the Plantations, so far as I am acquainted. We have in our Churches 
a Form but little of the Power of Godliness, nay in many Places the 
Power thereof is derided. Arminianism is become the most fashionable 
Doctrine and is highly applauded among us. In short, the Church of 
England is far from flourishing in the Plantations and the Cause is 
very obvious, Missionaries are sent here to propagate the Gospel who 
have never studyed Divinity. These are to instruct and guide souls 
in the Way to Heaven ; these indeed are blind Guides, What will 
the Consequence be, the Ditch must be their Portion. Is it not a Pitty 
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that such Novices should be sent to instruct poor sinners, who instead 
of endeavouring to convince them of their ruined state by Nature and 
Practice preach up the Dignity and purity of Nature, instead of 
shewing poor Sinners, the need of a Saviour they make themselves 
their own saviours, 
How many Clergymen have we inthe Plantations who never hada 
Thought of entering into the Ministry, till they failed in the Business 
they were brought up to. Some to the Law, some to Physic & others 
to Merchandise or shop-keeping, when they could not live by their Em- 
ployments being ignorant or imprudent, then their Friends consulted, 
saying What shall we do provide for our poor unhappy Relations ? 
When all Methods failed, then it is proposed Let us procure them 
Recommendations and send them Home for Holy Orders,—this me- 


-_ lancholy Truth is teo plain to be doubted and Dissenters have good 


Reason to say, that instead of propagating the Gospel the Church 
Clergymen are propagating the Errors of Arminius, and are artfully 
and industerously introducing Deism. 

The Donations of Christian People to the Society are improperly 
appropriated not only in being bestowed on Men unfit for the Gospel 
Ministry, but in appointing Missions,where they have no claim to the 
Society’s Charity, and in neglecting the Frontiers Kast and West, who 
ought principally to be taken Notice of, and provided for, 

While I am speaking of the Frontiers permit me to beg Your Graces 
Favor in behalf of the poor Inhabitants on the eastern Frontiers of 
the Massachusets Bay in New England,—Three at least ought to be 
sent to those Frontiers. One to George Town & Harpswell, one to 
Frankfort and Witchcosset & Newcastle and another to Wallpole Har- 
rington, Townsend and Penmaquid and indeed a fourth would be 
necessary at Musseingquois, Broad Bay and Georges. 

But above all care should be taken to send worthy Ministers, of 
sound Principles and good Morals. 

Thus have I plainly and faithfully informed Your Grace of the 
Melancholy Condition of Religion in the Churches in these Parts— 
were I to give You a particular account of the erroneous Doctrines 
which are propagated in the Plantations, it would fill many sheets. 
Your Grace fills the highest Office in the Christian Church and You 
are able & likely to do the most Good, I have no view but the En- 
largement of my Lord and Master’s Kingdom, this, by his Grace I 
shall labour. My highest Ambition is and ever shall be, to win Souls 
to Christ, I therefore seek Refuge and protection in Your Grace, from 
that Contempt and rage to which I am exposed, and which I have to 
undergo for preaching faithfully the Doctrines of our holy Church, I 
humbly beg that if I am charged with any Crime or Misdemenour, I 
may know the faults of which I am accused and my Accusers and 
have the Liberty of speaking for myself. If Iam guilty, let me suffer, 
but if Lam the honest Man and faithful Minister of the Gospel of 
Jesus Christ, I shall enjoy the felicity of Your Graces smiles, this will 
silence the screaming Owls, this will still the swelling Waves, the 
rushing Billows and mighty ‘Tempest that is raised against ne. That 
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Your Grace may long continue a great Ornament to Christianity and 
an instrument in the Hand of our Great Lord and Master of doing 
much good in his Church is, may it please Your Grace, the hearty 
prayer of | 
Your Grace’s dutiful Son 
and most Obe' Servant 
Macclenachan.* 


It was evidently quite time for the Primate to take some step, 
and the following short letter from Dr. Nicolls is only one of the 
proofs (it would take too much room to give all) that his Grace 
took pains to procure full and accurate information, before he 
wrote on the subject:— 

Northall near Southall, Middlesex, Oct. 3. 1760. 
My Lord, 

I received the Favour of Your Grace’s Letter this morning and will 
give the best Answer I can, not having all my Vouchers here. 

As to the Proof of Mr. Macclenachan’s engaging with a Parish in 
Virginia, it rests upon the Testimony of Dr. Smith and Mr. Caner. 
Mr. Caner writes to Dr. Smith, that he advised Macclenachan, upon 
account of his Debts, to go to the back settlements of Virginia where 
he might obtain a Living, and save some Money towards satisfying 
his Creditors. He went accordingly about January 1759. and as ap- 
pears by his Letter to Mr, Caner succeeded in a Living of £150 sterl. 
pr. An™. one half of which viz. £75. in Bills of Exchange they ad- 
vanced him to remove his Family with. In the April following he: 
appears at Philadelphia, and as Dr, Smith writes to me upon no other 
Business but to change those Bills into Specie, and return. But being 
asked to preach all this Mischief ensued. 

The first Application to the Bishop of London to license him in 
Philadelphia was received about the same Time with the Remonstrance 
against him and the other Papers relative to the same affair, which 
were delivered about the Beginning of February last by Morton, a 
Candidate for Orders since returned. That Application came in the 
Name of Dr. Jenney and the Vestry, but was not signed by Dr. 
Jenney. Atthe same Time it must be owned that Dr. Jenney was 
weak enough to give his Assent to Mr. Macclenachan’s Officiating in 
his Church till the Bishop’s Pleasure was known. ‘This those Vestry- 
men who were the Friends of Macclenachan wrested from Dr. Jenney, 
ie by Threats, and partly by assuring him, that they would pay 
him by private subscriptions and not out of the Income of the Church. 
But he soon saw his Mistake, and retracted what he had done, as will 
appear from his signing the Clergy’s Remonstrance, and from the 
Letter he sent the Bishop of London, which accompanied the Petition 
of the Vestrymen in Macclenachan’s Interest. I know of no Applica- 
tions against Macclenachan before the Remonstrance of the Clergy, 
October 11, 1759. and Dr. Jenney’s Letter about the same date. 


* Ibid. 195. 
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As to Mr. Duché, he was recommended to the Bishop a year before 
these Disturbances happened, as well by Dr. Jenney as by the Vestry, 
and was admitted into Deacon’s Orders and licensed as soon as ever 
he was of a decent Age for that Office. 

Mr. Sturgeon was licensed in the late Bishop of London’s Time. 

Iam 
My Lord 
Your Grace’s Most Obedien 
and obliged humble serv‘. 
Sam!, Nicolls.* 


Then follows the masterly summing up of the business by the 
Archbishop, and it will increase the respect which every reader 
must feel for the personal zeal and diligence of the primate to 
learn, that the copy from which it is taken (for it may be sup- 

sed that the original is not on this side the Atlantic) is all in 

is Grace’s own handwriting :-— 


Si Lambeth, Oct. 9, 1760. 
ir 

I received, on the 23°. of August, a Letter from you; & another 
from several Persons at Philadelphia, who profess themselves to be 
members of the Church of England, & desirous of having you for the 
Minister. When they were written, is not expressed, I received 
also, at the same time, a Letter in your Favour, dated May 24. 1760, 
from 18 Presbyterian Ministers, convened at Philadelphia. Why any 
of these have been sent to me, I know not, The Superintendency of 
the Church of Philadelphia belongs neither to me, as Archbishop of 


Canterbury, nor to the Society for EE ce the Gospel, of which I 


am President: but hath always been exercised by the Bishop of 
London. And he is well known to be very capable of Business, 
though the Writers of the second Letter above deny it. But even 
were he incapable, the Application made to me would be irregular, 
However, I would willingly hope, that it doth not proceed from Dis- 
regard to that venerable Person, or from Inclination to throw things 
into Disorder ; or from any worse Cause than Inconsiderateness, or 
want of right Information. If good Opinion of me in any respect hath 
contributed to produce it; I wish I deserved it better: and shall be 
heartily glad, if it produces also a serious Attention to what I shall 
now, for the sake of Religion, & of all parties concerned, say on the 
subject ; though I have neither Leisure nor Desire to intermeddle in 
other mens matters, They who have called me to it, I trust will ex- 
cuse me for it. 

Previously to the Business now in Question, you speak of your Be- 
haviour as a Missionary; & I follow you in that the more readily, as 
it relates to the Society. You were appointed March 2]. 1755. and 
your Salary commenced from Christmass preceding: but you did not 
embark for America till August. You say, it was for want of a ship : 


* Ibid. 201. 


ome 
THE 
7 r 
By | 
i 
| 
i 
| 
4 | 
| 
| 
4 
et 
4 
ies 
“4 
4 
ve 
4 
4 
3 
: 
at 
: 
sae 
Bed 
vi Gad 


624. ARCHBISHOP SECKER AND © 


& I make no objection, though the Time seems long. You landed at 
Boston. Oct. 10. and there you stayed till the May following, because 
you did not think it safe to carry your Family, on the Eve of Winter, 
to the place of your Mission, where no House was provided for you. 
But might not you have gone without your Family, as you did at last, 
no House being still provided for you? However, | over this 
also. Nor will I enter into what hath been reported of your hiring a 
House at Boston for a year, some say for 3 years, as if you proposed 
to fix there; or of your attempting to procure a Settlement in Dr, 
Cutler’s Church, till you were forbidden his Pulpit. The Society, on 
Complaint of your Delays, had stopt your Salary; but on your writing 
from your Mission, promising Diligence, & expressing your Hope to 
be continued, they restored it, Dec, 1756. And on your requesting, 
not, as you say, frequently, but twice, June & October 1758, to be 
removed, they ordered you 10', each time as an Encouragement to 
stay ; fearing from your Representations, that a Successor of sufficient 
Resolution & Activity could not easily be got. ‘The People of Frank- 
fort say, that you stayed with them but till Dec. 1758. And it was 
not till the middle of that month, that your first Request to be removed 
came before the Society. So that you did not wait to see, whether 
they would remove you or not; though your Followers, in their Letter 
to me, say, that you patiently waited for an answer without Effect, for 
a long time. You first went to Virginia, of which I shall take notice 
afterwards; then to Philadelphia: from which city you sent, June 22. 
1750. your first notification to the Society of your resigning your mis- 
sion; & desired to have your Salary paid till midsummer, alledging 
that it wanted but two Days of the Time. This the Society granted 
of course : not suspecting, that you had left the place of your Mission 
6 months before, which you ought fairly to have told them. And thus 
you received your Salary for four years & a half, besides Gratuities of 
20!', & were but two years & a half upon your post. 

At Philadelphia the Vestry chose you, about 7 Weeks after your 
Arrival, Assistant to Dr. Jenney. And by accepting their choice you 
appear to have understood, that the Right of chusing was in Them. 
Then you and they applied to the Bishop of London for a Licence to 
authorize you to officiate, as such. And by so doing you acknow- 
ledged, that their choice was ineffectual without his Confirmation of it, 
which accordingly you call a Favour, Now it being a Favour, he 
might refuse it. And therefore, since he hath refused it, you ought to 
acquiesce in his Refusal. 

But you say it was procured by God knows what Art & low Cun- 
ning: that several Letters were sent to him, as if from the Vestry & 
parishioners, recommending strongly Mr. Sturgeon & Mr. Duché, as 
Assistant Ministers, & desiring that you might be dismissed : that this 
Fallacy, this unparalleled piece of perfidy, will be laid before me in a 
fair & reputable manner, by a multitude of members of the church : 
that the Request of these clandestine Addresses hath been granted, 
Mr. Sturgeon & Mr. Duché appointed, & you dismissed. Now I 
cannot learn, upon Inquiry, that any one such Letter was written to 
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the Bishop as from the Vestry & parishioners, And if any was written 
by others they might at least have as good a Right to remonstrate 
against you to Him, as you have to remonstrate against the American 
Clergy in general to me: nor was their Letter any more clandestine, 
than yours. Nor hath he grounded his Refusal on their Remon- 
strance. Nor could the two Gentlemen before-inentioned be recom- 
mended to him now as Assistants, & appointed by him on that Re- 
commendation ; because Mr. Sturgeon was appointed long ago, & Mr. 
Duché was recommended before you came to Philadelphia; which 
you could scarcely fail to know, though you write as if both these 
things were quite otherwise, What you mean therefore by charging 
any persons with unparalleled perfidy, or even with Fallacy on this 
occasion, I cannot guess, For surely you have not poor Dr. Jenney 
in view, who can only be charged with weakness, & that in your 
Favour. He granted you, as he saith himself, the occasional use of 
his pulpit with great Reluctance of mind, being much solicited; but 
others say, terrified by the violence of your party. However seeing 
more of you afterwards, & recovering Courage, he refused to sign the 
Application for a Licence, & signified to the Bishop that he disap- 
proved you. I see no crime in this. And I am sure, that your Fol- 
lowers, to whom you refer me, have not laid before me any perfidy or 
Fallacy of any one: but have only asserted, without attempting to 
prove, or intimating their Reasons for believing it, that many have 
endeavoured to poison the mind of the Bishop by a misrepresentation 
of Facts. Now considering how excessively angry you are apt to be 
when anything is charged upon you; surely you ought to be very 
careful, & exhort those whom you have taken under your Direction, 
to be very careful, never to charge others at Random. 

His refusing to licence you was the legal Exercise of a discretion- 
ary power vested in him, And he is not bound to set forth the Rea- 
sons, why he exercises it in this manner. He hath however set forth 
in Dr, Nicolls's Letter one Reason, which supersedes the need of any 
others: that the Church was already provided with two Assistants, 
approved by it, and licenced by Him, & wanted no more, To this he 
hath added, that you had engaged your self to a parish in Virginia ; 
which your Adherents, in their Letter to me deny ; upon whose In- 
formation they deny it, unless your own, I know not. Yet you say, 
that you were appointed to a parish there: which was scarce done 
without some Engagement on your part. He further adds, that you 
had received such marks of Favour, meaning probably in money, 
though that is not expressed, that you ought to think your self obliged 
to serve them. But you affirm, that you received no money from the 
Chureh where you preached, either to enable you to bring your Family 
thither, or to pay for your services there. Whether you received any 
from any particular members of the Church, or other persons in those 
parts on either of these, or any like account, you do not say. Nor 
do L say more than this: that 1 wonder how the Report should pre- 
vail, if nothing passed to give Rise to it; that the Bishops preceding 
Objection against licencing you was sufficient whatever becomes of the 
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present ; & that supposing you had not engaged your self in Virginia 
still it was muca fitter that you should go thither, where you say there 
were many vacant parishes, than stay at Philadelphia, where every 
place was filled. 

Besides these Reasons, the Bishop signifies, that he had others: but 
specifies no others, excepting that you had withdrawn yourself from 
the Society’s Service in a manner, that did you no credit; of which I 
have spoken before. Probably he thought it a further Reason, & 
surely with good cause, that Dr. Jenney had not put his name to the 
Recommendation from the Vestry. But if he credited any thing 
written to him against you, besides what I have just now mentioned, 
he hath had so much Tenderness for you, as to decline expressing it : 
for which you make him an ill Return, in saying, that he hath con- 
demned you & your party without a Hearing ; whereas in Truth, he 
hath heard you, that is, he hath taken notice of all that you laid before 
him, & hath not condemned you, only he hath thought your Request 
unreasonable. He hath also at the same time very kindly proposed, 
not only that you should be settled in Virginia, which I presume 
would be a very comfortable settlement, but likewise that the Church 
of Philadelphia should assist you in removing thither. This last in- 
deed you seem to represent, as if he had required, that they should 
assist in moving you thither against your Will. But 1 hope you could 
not mean to pervert his Intention so unthankfully & unfairly. 

You say that what he hath done will, alas, render Prelacy very con- 
temptible in your part of the world. Now I can neither see, that he 
hath done any thing amiss; por apprehend, that the Refusal of one 
Licence by one Prelate, were it ever so unjustifiable, could render 
Prelacy it self contemptible in any part of the world. He who thinks 
it will, must entertain a very mean Opinion of it, how much so ever 
he may profess to be concerned for it. But on the other Hand, deny- 
ing a Bishop’s Right to refuse a Licence, or maintaining that his pres- 
byters may officiate where they please, and even form new Churches, 
without it, is rendering Episcopal Government contemptible indeed. 

You say, that you are cruelly & unwarrantably thrust out of the 
charch, meaning Dr. Jenneys. Now from what he and others have 
said, I rather conceive, that cruel & unwarrantable steps were taken 
to thrust you into it. But certainly you were not thrust out: for you 
were never legally admitted. And now the Vestry, which had once 
approved you, on further Trial disapproves you. I think only two, 
out of the 15 which recommended you, have subscribed the Letter, 
written to me, as still adhering to you. You alledge indeed, that the 
Vestry, which disapproved you, had only 3 Hours notice of the meet- 
ing. But however that be, the majority of the whole must have been 
satisfied with what was done: else unquestionably the vote, then 

, would before now have been repealed. You alledge also, that 
the Vestry agreed to your Dismission before the Bishop’s Letter came. 
But you own, that they declared they did it, on being well assured, as 
the Event shewed they were, that the Bishop would not licence you. 
There are likewise other Reasons for your Dismission, given by Dr. 
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Jenney, and allowed by the Vestry: which you have doubtless seen 
in his Letter to them, though you have not chosen to mention them in 
your Letter to me: and which ought to have restrained you effectually 
from calling it, as you do, very unbecomingly, the despotick act of a 
superannuated Ruler, He saith, that your extemporary praying and 
preaching are not agreeable to the Canons. Now the 55th Canon re- 
quires, that before Sermon the minister shall move the people to joyn 
with him in Prayer, in the Form, or to the Effect there expressed, as 
briefly as conveniently may be. And if, instead of that, he makes a 
long prayer, or one in a different Form, & to a different Effect, he 
disobeys the Canon : & from such Disobedience very great mischiefs 
have arisen in the Church, & may again. Next to such Liberties 
taken in prayer, those of extempore sermons are dangerous, unless the 
preacher be very prudent, & mild in his Temper. For the passions 
of other preachers hurry them to say things, which it may be hoped 
they would not, were they to consider them previously. Or at least 
their Discourse, being written by them, would testifie concerning itself. 
And the 53d Canon directs, that if any preacher shall particularly & 
of purpose oppose or argue against any Doctrine, delivered by another 
preacher in the same or a neighbouring Church, without the Bishop’s 
Order, the Churchwardens or ae grieved shall, because upon this . 
there may grow much offence & Disquietness, shall signify it to the 
Bishop, & not suffer him to preach any more, unless he promise to 
forbear such matter of contention, till ihe Bishop’s further order. Now 
Dr, Jenney affirms, and the Vestry admits, that you have done worse, 
than what is here restrained: that you have used Railings & Revilings © 
in the pulpit; & boldly & indiscriminately aspersed the whole Body of 
our Church & Clergy, their Doctrines & principles, their Lives & 
writings ; & made Disturbances ever since you were admitted. ‘These 
things undoubtedly you will deny: nor do I assert them. But many 
persons of very good Credit, both Clergymen and Laymen, who had 
sufficient opportunities of knowing, assert them. And as the Gover- 
nors of the parish saw your Behaviour in this Light, what could they 
do less, than forbid your preaching again, till the Bishop’s pleasure 
should be known. Would you in their Case have done less? And 
more they did not. 

You maintain, that dismissing you is a Blow at Christian Liberty. 
And your Followers profess to be alarmed on this Occasion for their 
religious Rights and privileges, in which their peace on Earth, & their 
everlasting welfare are most intimately concerned. Yet neither you 
nor they directly specifie, what Branch of this Liberty, or these Rights, 
you apprehend to be endangered. I presume, however, that the mean- 
ing of both is intimated in those words of yours, that a free people will 
ever esteem it their privilege to chuse their own minister: a Right, 
which they in the plantations will not care to give up. But where in 
Scripture do you find this declared, either to be a part of Christian 
Liberty, or a Right of the Christian Laity? Or where do our Laws 
make it the privilege of a free people? If it were, they would soon 
tind Cause to grow weary of it. But scarce any parishes in England 
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or Ireland chuse their parish minister. I believe, few Episcopal Con- 
gregations in America do, and I am told, that of Philadelphia doth not. 
Lecturers indeed, who are Assistant Ministers, the people often chuse : 
ouly their choice is of no avail, unless the Incumbent and Bishop ap- 
prove it. But in Dr. Jenney’s Church, I conceive the Vestry are 
authorized to act for the people in the choice of an assistant. Else 
why were you chosen by the Vestry? And have they not the same 
power to vote against you, as to vote in your Favour? You were 
never chosen by the people. And therefore, if they have the sole Right 
of chusing, you were never duly chosen at all, You will say perhaps, 
what your Adherents say, that the majority of the Congregation is for 
you. But the other side say the contrary: & there is no regular 
method of putting this Question to the Trial. But if there were: sup- 
pose you were settled, as Incumbent of a Parish, with two Assistants, 
& thought you wanted no more; but some of your people had a mind 
toa third: would you think it right, that they should put it to the 
vote, whether you should have a third, & whether it should not be such 
a particular person; & that they should fix that particular person upon 
you, against your Liking, & against the Liking of the Bishop agreeing 
with you? I presume not. 

But suppose further, that a number of your parishioners, not being 
able to carry their favourite point, should break off from your Church, 
and set up another, would you think this right also? Let your Con- 
science speak, Your Adherents desire me, that they may not be stig- 
matised with the opprobrious Names of Schismaticks, Separatists, &c. 
&c. Iam not disposed to give harsh names: but indeed I can give 
no good one to such practices, as theirs. If persons may withdraw 
from a Congregation, of which they are members, merely because 
they cannot get some person, whom they have in Admiration, to be 
appointed an Assistant in it ; how many other pretences for withdraw- 
ing may they & others make with equal Reason; & what End can 
there be to Divisions and Confusions? Yet your Followers profess 
great Zeal for the peace of the Church: & you profess great Grief 
that it is wounded ; & declare in your own name & theirs, that you 
will strictly adhere, not only to the Liturgy & Doctrines, but to the 
Discipline of the Church of England, Pray, Sir, Consider: Can you 
adhere to the Discipline of the Church of England, whilst you act in 
Defiance of the Bishop, the Minister of the parish, & the Vestry, on 
principles that tend to the Dissolution of all churches, & the Subver- 
sion of all Ecclesiastical Order? How could such an Imagination 
come into your mind? And how can you request me to countenance 
such proceedings ? 

But it seems you have a further, and much weightier plea to make. 
You affirm, that the Doors are shut against you for teaching the Doc- 
trines of the Gospel: & intimate, that you are required to cease from 
preaching a crucified Christ, though the Bishop had given you power 
to do it; & though you had solemnly promised at your Ordination, 
that you would do it, & would banish all strange Doctrines. But con- 
sider; The power given you was to preach the Word of God in the 
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Congregation, where you should be lawfully appointed thereunto. 
Now you have not been lawfully appointed to preach statedly at Phil- 
adelphia, and why could not your promise have been as well & better 
rformed in Virginia, where you might have been lawfully appointed ? 
Consider further on what Grounds do you affirm, that the Doors are 
shut against you for teaching the Doctrines of the Gospel? I hope 
you do not account your Bishop an Enemy to them: & besides, his 
Reasons for declining to licence you are not in the least founded on 
the Doctrines which youteach, Nor, I believe, have you been charged 
in any Letter to Him, nor certainly are you charged in Dr. Jenney’s 
Letter to the Vestry on your Dismission, with false ‘Tenets, bat with 
railing Accusations, And of this charge you have, in your Letter to 
me, gone a great way towards proving yourself guilty. You say, 
many of the Vestry are as much prejudiced against the Articles of our 
Church, as they are against you, the preacher of them. Now I sup- 
you preached them from the first: yet they do not appear to have 
disliked you till a considerable time after: & therefore it must be pre- 
sumed, that not your preaching the Doctrine of the Articles, but other 
things, produced their Dislike. By calling yourself the Preacher of 
the Articles, you seem to think yourself the only preacher of them in 
that Church. And accordingly your Followers say, that excluding 


you forces them to hear men, whose Doctrines, not being agreeable to 


the Articles of the Church, cannot please, nor their Lessons convey 
Instructions. Now they made no such Complaint of their Ministers 
before: so that you must probably have been, as Dr. Jenney’s Letter 
represents you to be, the Accuser of your Brethren. And were this 
Accusation proved, your Request might have been carried further : 
that they should be expelled or silenced, as well as you admitted. But 
no proof is produced : nor do any other persons join with your new 
Congregation in the Charge. Even the Presbyterian Ministers, whom 
I mentioned at first, have abstained from doing that. They recom- 
mend you indeed (& I hope interfered so far with a good Design) as a 
peculiarly useful preacher: but whether from their own Knowledge, 
or from whose Information, they have omitted to express. And I 
understand, that they were by far the smaller part of the Assembly. 
You say, one Door hath been shut against you, but God hath 
opened another. And he hath indeed permitted another to be opened : 
but he permits many unjustifiable things to be done. You observe to 
me, seemingly with great pleasure, that in 4 Days after your Dismis- 
sion by the Vestry, & the very next Day after the Bishop’s Letter of 
Refusal came, you preached to a large Audience. Surely you should 
rather have feared to take so very hastily a step, which looked so un- 
dutiful, & threatened such Disorders, You say, that all good men 
pity & help you & your party. Ifso, there are no good Men amongst 
your Opposers: but they deserve a still worse name than that of 
screaming Owls, which you have given them. Do you really think 
that? Your Adherents also boast of the promise of the most generous 
and charitable aid of the people of every Denomination towards build- 
ing you a Church: which, they assure me, arises from their being 
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witnesses to the whole Transaction, & to the unkind Treatment which 
you have received, & from a real Concern for Religion in general. 
They likewise mention it as an irrefragable proof, not only of your 
popularity, but of your Importance to the Cause of Religion in Phila- 
delphia, that the Representatives of the people have favoured you with 
the occasional use of the State-House, & that you are still followed by 
a multitude of people of all Denominations. Now certainly few or 
none of these have been witnesses to the whole, or any great part, of 
what hath been transacted chiefly in Vestries & Letters: but must 
have taken up with Reports; in spreading of which, the ignorant and 
the partial are usually the busiest & the loudest. I am very sensible, 
that a minister of the Gospel should have a good Report of them which 
are without. But mere good Opinion, I apprehend, would not excite 
in the Breasts of Dissenters of all sorts at once, so very warm a Zeal 
in Favour of a minister of the Church of England, as they are said to 
shew at present, without his taking some undue methods of courting 
them, or their hoping to gain some advantage to their common In- 
terest by such Behaviour. ‘These several Sects, differing so widely 
from us & from one another, cannot all of them approve your Doc- 
trines: & therefore it is not for your Doctrines, that they applaud you. 
I would not think uncharitably of any of them: but I cannot help re- 
marking, how much more Charity your Followers have for Them, 
than for the ministers & members of the Church which they have left. 
The latter, they suspect, do every thing from a wrong principle: the 
former, they are clear, do every thing from a right one. But is it not 
very natural to imagine, that a large proportion of these multitudes 
may flock after you solely from an idle Curiosity, & Fondness of 
Novelty: & that more than a few may encourage you, because they 
promise themselves, that dividing our Church at Philadelphia will 
weaken, if not overturn it ; & perhaps promote their political views at 
the same time? Ought you not to suspect the promises, & even the 
Gifts of such! nay, to suspect your own Cause for being supported by 
them, instead of glorying in that support? And ought it not to give 
you a further Distrust of your proceedings, that no one Clergyman of 
the Church of England in America hath declared himself to approve 
them : & that the Convention of Clergymen, which met at Philadelphia 
last May, have strongly expressed their Disapprobation of your Be- 
haviour both in that Convention & out of it; & have signified, that 
they would not suffer you to preach in any of their pulpits? Which 
is the more probable presumption of the two? that you are in the 
wrong, or that all the rest of the clergy are ? 

Indeed if your own account of your self and them is to be taken, 
the whole Body of them is not to be put in Competition with you. 
For you tell me, in general & indefinite ‘Terms, that Missionaries are 
sent over to propagate the Gospel, who have never studied Divinity, 
but are Novices ; who instead of convincing men of their ruined state 
by nature & practice, preach up the Dignity and purity of Nature ; 
& instead of shewing poor Sinners the need of a Saviour, make them- 
selves their own Saviours. You speak of many Clergymen in the 
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Plantations, who never had a Thought of entring into the ministry: 
till they had failed, through Ignorance or Imprudence, in the Business, 
to which they were brought up, & then were sent home for Holy 
Orders. And you add, that Dissenters have good Reason to say, that 
instead of propagating the Gospel, the Church Clergymen are propa- 
gating the Errors of Arminius, & are artfully & industriously intro- 
ducing Deism. You do not indeed directly assert, that all beside your- 
self are such: but you make no Exception; nor even hint, that there 
isa single one. Pray, Sir, reflect a little: Can these be the Words of 
Truth and Soberness? I hope & believe, that even the Dissenters 
whom you quote on this Occasion, I mean the more considerable part 
of them, would not express themselves so harshly & crudely about the 
Clergy, as youdo. Some are sent Missionaries, when they are young: 
and possibly you might be as young, when you had your first Ordina- 
tion. Some are less qualified, than we could wish ;: but however, they 
appear upon Examination not unqualified. We send the best we can ; 
we promise ourselves, that they will improve: & we question, whether 
you can direct us, at least nobody hath yet directed us, where to get 
better. We have sent out many excellent ones: & there are many 
such now. ‘That any Americans have failed in secular Employments, 
and then come hither for Orders, I never heard before: & that any of 


our Missionaries have, I do not think. They come usually from the’ 


Colleges in those parts: they come always well recommended; & we 
must act upon Recommendations: and it would be much righter to 
caution us against unfit persons, when they offer themselves, than to 
reproach us with them afterwards, I trust, that none of our Clergy in 
America are such in point of Doctrine, as you make the Generality of 
them to be. But of this I am sure, that the contrary ought to be pre- 
sumed concerning them all : that it appears concerning several of them 
from what they have written: & that since we are directed by the 
Apostle, Against an Elder receive not an Accusation, but before two 
or three Witnesses ; we ought not to receive an Accusation, much less 
80 improbable an Accusation, against the Elders of a whole Country, 
on the Credit of one witness: especially of one, who hath so much 
need to be reminded of the same Apostles other Direction, Let all 
Bitterness & Wrath & Anger & Clamour & evil speaking be put away 
from you. 

I suppose you will plead, that the Society have in print, & I have 
in a private Letter, which you have seen, desired faithful Accounts of 
our Missionaries, But we mean particular Informations, where Cause 
is given for any, of which we shall always take due notice: not indis- 
criminate Invectives, which never do service. And besides, we cannot 
think one of your immoderate Vehemence a very fit person to furnish 
us with Informations about them; above all, at a time, when so man 
of them have manifested their Disapprobation of your Conduct; but 
that indeed a due sense of propriety must have shewn you the Un- 
seasonableness of attempting it. 

However, not satisfied with condemning our American Brethren, you 
censure likewise the Society. For you tell me, that the Donations of 
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Christian people to it are improperly appropriated: not ouly by our em- 
ploying unskilful & heterodox Missionaries, to which I have answered 
already; but by appointing Missions in places, which have no claim 
to our Charity. t conceive you do not mean, that the whole, or 
nearly the whole of their Donations is thus misemployed ; though you 
boldly speak at large, as if you did: but some part only. And what 
part you have in view, is not clear. If you apprehend, that we give 
Salaries to Missionaries, where the Congregations could & would 
maintain them without our Help; & if this be any where true, as it 
possibly may: we have not been apprized of it, though we have both 
formerly & lately desired that we might. And asserting it in general 
is of small use, without notifying the Congregations particularly. But 
were even that done also, we must hear what they have to urge in 
their own Defence, before we judge: & persons, who have not been 
made acquainted with their Defence, cannot be sure that we judge 
amiss. If you mean, that we maintain Missionaries for those, who 
have no claim to them, because there are Ministers of other persuasions 
in their neighbourhood : our Answer is, that where professed members 
of the Church of England assure us, that they cannot in Conscience 
communicate or join in Worship with these other Ministers, either the 
Service of the Church of England must be provided for them, or they 
must have no publick Service at all: which last our Society was es- 
tablished to prevent. 

You charge us likewise with neglecting the Frontiers. Now I be- 
lieve that whenever any competent number of the Inhabitants of the 
Frontiers hath applied to us, or the Case of any hath been represented 
by others, (so we cannot know these matters of ourselves) we have 
endeavoured to assist them, as far as we were able. But our Stock of 
money hath often been very low: & procuring missionaries for such 
places is very difficult, especially in time of War. You are a man of 
singular Courage & Hardiness: yet you would not stay upon one of 
those Missions, And you know, that we readily voted you extra- 
ordinary Encouragement. I flatter myself therefore, that we have not 
been much to blame on this Head & surely of all men you have no 
Right to be our Accuser. 

You add a Request for four new Missions, which you specifie, Few 
persons, I believe, will think you peculiarly intitled either to make 
Requests, or give Advice to us. But we are willing to hear: I wish 
you were equally so. An Inquiry into what you propose will, in all 
Likelihood, be ordered, ‘The Result of it cannot be foreseen at present. 

I think I have now gone through every thing, that is material, in 
your Letter. And my deliberate Judgment upon the whole is, that 
you ought not to have made the Separation, which you have done: 
but to have quitted Philadelphia, when the Bishop's Refusal of a 
Licence came, first begging pardon for the Uneasiness which you have 
stirred up there. This, I am fully satisfied, was your christian Duty. 
Whether it would have been worldly Wisdom also, Time will shew : 
I do not take upon me to prognosticate. But possibly some, who have 
been hurried into subscribing, may change their minds before they 
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have paid much of their money. Or supposing the Church built, or 
the Liberty of using the State-House continued; what is no longer 
new may fail after a while to draw the expected numbers together: 
your singularities and your Intemperate Heat, may gradually disgust 
such as once were pleased with them: & they who delight in you 
now, as an Instrument of making Breaches in our Church, may come 
to slight you, when the work is done, or when you have miscarried in 
it, which soever shall happen, So, after doing mach Harm, you may 
be laid aside, or little regarded : & wish, even for the sake of your tem- 
poral Interest, that you had gone & settled, in a regular manner, where 
you were invited. But for the sake of an infinitely more important 
Interest, I beg you would consider the solemn promise, which you 
have made, reverently to obey your Ordinary & other chief Ministers 
to whom the charge & Government over you is committed, & to main- 
tain & set forwards, as much as in you lieth, Quietness, Peace, & 
Love amongst all Christian People. But if you turn a deaf Ear to 
this Intreaty, I must then beg your Followers, for whose Perusal, as 
well as yours, this Letter is intended, to remember & observe St. 
Paul’s Rule Mark them which cause Divisions & Offences, & avoid 
them. As I have written these things, if I know my own Heart, in the 
Spirit of meekness, I hope you will read them with the same: & not 
be kindled by them into that wrath of man, which worketh not the 
Righteousness of God, Part of them, | am sensible, must give you 
Pain. But faithful are the wounds of a Friend: & I am very sorry, 
that you have allowed me no other way of approving myself 
Your sincere Friend 
Tho. Cant, 


Lambeth, Oct. 12. 1760, 
Good Dt Smith, 

Having received a long Letter from M' Macclenachan, & another 
from his Followers, I have written to him a very long Auswer, 
which I have told him is intended for their perusal also. And I have 
ordered Copies of them all to be made for you. God grant that the 
pains which I have taken may be of some service. [am very much 
obliged to you for your Account of him. You will see that there are 
two or three small Chronological mistakes in it, And all mistakes 
should be avoided, but especially all Exaggerations, in speaking of an 
Opposer. Such things give him great Advantages. And they, who 
in any part of the Controversy either carry their Assertions too far, 
or use too harsh or vehement Eixpressions, cannot with so good Grace 
or near so good Effect, remark & expose the Faults, of which the 
other side is guilty. 1 hope therefore, that M' Macclenachan’s Heat 
will induce those who speak or write or act against him to be very 
cool: & upon their Guard to take the Benefit of his not being so. I 
hope likewise, that his Accusations of the Clergy as not preaching the 
Doctrines of the Gospel, will induce them, not only to give Cautions 
against any erroneous Opinions into which he may have fallen, which 


should be done with the utmost Cireumspection, but much more, dili- 
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gently to inculcate whatever Truths border upon his Errors, and what- 
ever Articles he charges them with denying or slighting. For they 
will greatly discredit him by thus convicting him of false Accusations, 
provided they do it with Mildness, And indeed I think it hath been 
a pretty general Defect among us, that we have not insisted sufficiently 
in our Discourses on the peculiar Doctrines of Christianity, nor enforced 
sufficiently our Practical Exhortations with peculiarly Christian Mo- 
tives. This hath furnished the Methodists & others with a Handle for 
representing us, as mere Moralizers, and as hoping to obey God’s 
Commands by our own strength, and be saved by our own good 
works, Doubtless, they wrong us: but they will seem to be in the 
right, and to be the more scriptural & orthodox preachers, unless we 
dwell oftener on the fallen Condition of Man, on the Efficacy of Faith, 
& the Necessity of sanctifying Grace. Doing this, we shall discredit 
their Imputations upon us; & remonstrate with weight against the 
Extremes, into which they run. Many of the Tutors in our Univer- 
sities have sadly neglected instructing their pupils in Theological 
Knowledge: of which all should have a good Tincture ; but all, who 
are intended for Orders, a very strong one. It is indeed the chief 
thing, that they should learn: the only one absolutely necessary. I 
hope due Care is taken about it in your College. 

Had I been consulted beforehand about your Convention, I should 
have been much afraid of it giving Offence : though I am very sensible, 
that you may as allowably meet to hold friendly Conference, as any 
other set of Men. God be thanked, that you have a Governor, who 
hath viewed the matter in so just a Light. You will certainly be 
careful, in your future Meetings, neither to give Him, nor the people 
of any Denomination, nor the Bishop, any Umbrage. Indeed I think 
you would have done better, if you had asked his Opinion previously, 
whether you should take this Step. And I wish that you all addressed 
your selves to Him only, and not to me also. Yet I know you meant 
no Disrespect to Him, and great Civility to me: for which I desire 
you, good D*' Smith, to return my very hearty Thanks to the whole 
Assembly at their next Meeting, and assure them of my earnest Desire to 
do good Offices to every one of them in particular, as well as to join with 
them in Serving our Common Cause. No one hath more at Heart 
the Kstablishment of Bishops in America. Few persons, if any, have 
taken more pains to convince those, on whom it depends, of the Need 
and Usefulness of it. But the ‘Time for it is not yet come. God grant 
it may soon. Disposing the Laity of our Church to desire it, and the 
Dissenters of all sorts to acquiesce in it, is the best thing, that can be 
done on your Side of the water to hasten it. Without this, pressing 
- for it will only retard it. 

I am very much obliged to the Members of the Convention for 
their Account of the several Missions: & should be extremely glad to 
have the like Accounts concerning every one, that is under the Care 
ofthe Society. ‘They would assist me very much in making for my 
own use an orderly Notitia of the whole, to which I could readily on 
all occasions have Recourse. I must endeavour to make such a one 
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as soon as I have Leisure; for till then I shall not have so distinct a 
Notion, as I ought, of many particulars. Amongst other things, I have 
seen Hints from several Quarters, that we maintain Missionaries in 
some places, where the Congregations might well maintain Ministers 
for themselves. If you can give or procure me any certain Informations 
relating to this matter, or any other which is of Consequence to the 
Society, they will be received very thankfully by 
Your loving Brother.* 


Philadelphia, May 28th, 1761. 

May it please your Grace 

We the Episcopal Clergy of the Province of Pennsylvania and 
Counties of New-Castle, Kent & Sussex upon Delaware, being now 
convened at Philadelphia, beg Leave to return our most humble & 
dutiful Thanks for the great Condescension & Goodness expressed 
towards us in your Grace’s Letter to the rev’ D'. Smith of October 
12th 1760; wherein your Grace is pleased to intimate to us your kind 
Acceptance of the humble Address of our former Convention, and of 
the Papers and Minutes transmitted therewith. 

When we met last year, we considered ourselves in a double Capa- 
city; viz, as under our worthy Diocesan the Bishop of London, & 
likewise under the venerable Society for propagating the Gospel in 
foreign Parts, in whose Service most of us areemployed. We, there- 
fore, thought it our Duty to present an humble Address, with an Ac- 
count of our Proceedings, both to his Lordship as our Diocesan, and 
to your Grace as Head of the Society & Metropolitan of our Church, 
At the same Time we were not forgetful of our Duty to the Govern- 
ment under which we more immediately live, and presented proper 
Addresses both to our hon’ Proprietors, and our Governor, all which 
were most kindly received. ‘The same Method we have now pur- 
sued, having applied for, and obtained, the Governor’s Approbation 
_ & Countenance to our Meeting, before we proceeded to any Business, 
All these Steps taken we think we may safely & properly meet to hold 
those friendly Conferences, which seem to be the best Means of pre- 
serving some Sort of Union & good Order among us in the present 
distressed & dismembered State of our American Church, severed, as 
it were, from its Head, & the Government of Bishops. 

Among other Matters that came before us during our present Meet- 
ing together, we had the vast Satisfaction of seeing a Letter from your 
Grace to the rev’ Mr. Macclenachan in Answer to a Letter of his sent 
to your Grace a Copy of which we were also favoured with. In the 
Perusal of these Papers, may it please your Grace, we were at a Loss 
what most to be surprized at—the astonishing Boldness & Inconsis- 
tency of that Man, or your Grace’s vast Patience & Condescension, 
in deigning to follow him thro’ such a Series of Misrepresentations, to 
point out his Inconsistencies, and to become a Advocate, even with 
him, for your much vilified, but dutiful and faithful sons and servants, 
the Missionaries and other Episcopal Clergy here. 


* Ibid. 205, 
2x2 
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Utterly insensible & lost to every good and grateful Sentiment might 
we have been deemed, if we had not unanimously and immediatel 
determined, as we now do, to testify to your Grace the deep Sense 
which we have, & ever shall have, of the lasting Obligation conferred 
upon every one of us, by the kind, the parental, the humane, the bene- 
volent and the Christian Manner in which your Grace was pleased to 
judge & write concerning us, in Answer to the unjust Aspersions in- 
discriminately cast upon us by Mr. Macclenachan, It is happy for 
us, may it please your Grace, that Mr. Macclenachan’s Letter carries 
on its Face its own Answer; and that no candid Person will ever 
think, that either the Spirit of Truth or Christianity would have dic- 
tated one word of such harsh Charges and uncharitable Invectives 
against a whole Body of Men. 

It would seem very needless for us, on the present Occasion, to make 
any fresh Confession of our Faith. We have solemnly subscribed the 
Articles of our Church, we have in all good Conscience preached them, 
and we can truly say, that we never heard a single Clergyman in these 
Parts, of our Persuasion, so much as charged with the Suspicion of 
“ Propagating the Errors of Arminius, or artfully introducing Deism” 
till this Gentleman came among us, & must needs sct himself up for 
a Reformer, striving to raise himself a Character on the Ruins of that 
of all his Brethren. 

On what Grounds he can charge us with propagating such Doc- 
trines we are as much at a Loss to guess, as to account for the Cause 
of his Wrath & Bitterness against us; unless it be, because from 
Principles of Conscience & Duty we refused to countenance the Dis- 
cords & Divisions, which he was sowing in the Church of Philadel- 
phia, his Railing & Revilings of our Clergy at home & abroad ; his 
Endeavours to bring our Church & her Ministers into Contempt, in 
order to establish a kind of Independency for himself, and thrust him- 
self into Dr. Jenney’s Congregation, upon Principles that would de- 
stroy every Shadow of Order & Government among us. 

In all these Things we think we did nothing but our Duty: and 
happy are we in the Reflexion, that your Grace has already discoun- 
tenanced the bold and indiscriminate Censures which we thereby in- 
curred; and that your Justice & Humanity have furnished us with 
this Opportunity of declaring our unanimous Abhorrence of the 
Errors of Arminius & of the destructive & uncomfortable Schemes of 
Deism. As often as the least Danger shall threaten our holy Reli- 
gion from these Quarters we shall ever think it our Duty, with our 
utmost Zeal & Abilities, boldly & strenuously to oppose it. But we 
eannot think it our Duty, with Mr. Macclenachan to blow the Trum- 
pet where we do not see that Danger, nor to distract and confound 
our Hearers with imaginary Dangers, to the Neglect of the weightier 
Matters of the Law; nor can we by any Means agree with him that 
there is little more than the Form of Godliness in our Churches, or 
that all America is in such a heterodox and wicked State as he in- 
sinuates., 

“ The fallen Condition of Man, the Efficacy of Faith and the Ne- 
cessity of sanctifying Grace,” those divine & important Subjects 
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pointed out to us by your Grace (in your Letter to Dr. Smith) .we 
always have thought, & ever shall think ourselves bound. to. press 
Home upon our Hearers with peculiar Fervor; and do most humbly 
thank your Grace for your fatherly & pious Admonitions on this 
Head. Your Grace will see that these Subjects were openly avowed 
by us, as the chief ‘Topics of all our Preaching, before Mr. Macclena- 
chan wrote his harsh Charges against us. In a Sermon preached be- 
fore our last Convention, and published by our Order, a copy of which 
is in your Grace’s Hands, is the following Paragraph—* The fallen 
and sinful Estate of Man; the Grace and Goodness of God ; the won- 
ders of his Love; Christ crucified; the Purity of his everlasting Gos- 
pel; Charity and Virtue; Righteousness, Temperance and a Judgment 
to come, together with an Eternity afterwards—who that has these 
Subjects before him, would stoop to any thing of trivial moment, or 
disgrace them by a crude & unworthy Management ?”—~These Doc- 
trines so openly avowed by all of us, might well have restrained him 
on this Head. 

But he has another Charge against many of us, viz. ‘ that we were 
never intended for the Ministry, till we failed in secular Employ- 
ments.”—We profess to your Grace that we do not know a single 
Man among us, to whom this character can be applied, unless to him- 
self, who not only followed a secular Employment before his Admis- 
sion into the Ministry, but has since both followed secular Employ- 
ments and failed in them. 

But we would abstain from all Recriminations ; tho’ we think it 
shews no small Assurance in him to charge that on others, whereof, 
if any Person be guilty it is himself. However, not content with en- 
deavouring to destroy the Character and Usefulness of the Episcopal 
Clergy by his unprovoked and unjust Attack upon their Principles, 
he also endeavours to get them deprived of their chief Support, by 
representing the Society’s Bounty as thrown away upon many of them 
in Places where the Congregations might well maintain Ministers for 
themselves. It is impossible for us to answer this Charge, as none of 
these places are specified by him. But we can with Truth say for 
Pennsylvania and the Counties annexed to it, that we do not know a 
single Mission in them, where we think the Service of the Church of 
England would be supported even for a Year, if the Society’s Bounty 
were withdrawn, 

Permit us to conclude with a most humble and earnest Request to 
your Grace, that you would allow your most excellent and Christian 
Letter to Mr. Macclenachan to be published. In this humble Request 
we are joined by all the Members of our Church, into whose Hands 
the Letter has come, who are unanimously of Opinion, that it is truly 
worthy of the great and illustrious Prelate now at the Head of our 
Church; that the amiable Spirit of Benevolence & Candor which ap- 
pears in it does the highest Honour to that Religion by which they 
are inspired; that a Letter of so much public Concernment could 
never be intended to be private ; and that nothing has ever been pub- 
lished in these Parts, which would tend more to the Service of Reli- 
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gion, and to the explaining, supporting and vindicating the Discipline 
and good Order of our Church. 

We are the more earnest in this Request, because the great Call 
for the Perusal of the Letter, by People of all Persuasions, has so 
multiplied the Number of Manuscript Copies as to produce Errors & 
Mistakes in many of them. We are 

May it please your Grace, 
Your Grace’s most dutiful Sons, 

& most obedient humble Servants 
William Smith Presid‘ of the Convention 
Rob‘ Jenney 
W" Sturgeon 
Geo. Craig, Chester. 

Philip Readeng, Missionary at Apoquinimenck. 
Hugh Neill, Missionary of Oxford. 

Colin Campbell, Missionary, Burlington. 

Tho. Barton, Missionary at Lancaster. 

Charles Inglis, Missionary at Dover. 

W™ Thompson, Missionary at Carlisle. 

Jacob Duché.* 


Whether the request of these clergymen was complied with 
we know not; but none will wonder at their wishing that such 
a letter should be printed. If it ever was, it is undoubtedly 
less known than it deserves to be, and there is no presumption 
in saying that it has never been accompanied by such and so 
many accessory documents tending to illustrate it, and its 
venerated author, 


ST. MARGARET'S, SOUTHWARK. 
(Continued from page 496.) 


A Festo Pasche Anno xxxvij° 


I'yrste payd to John Medwall xs 
Item payd for wasshyng and mendyng of the Awbes_. js 
Item payd di. yerde of Holand clothe to Agnes Markaunt ij 
Item payd for brede & Malvesyn . ob. 
Item payd to Roger Grynder for scowryng of the lawmpe 4 

And candelstyckes and kepyng of the lyght . 
Item payd to the pavyers for ston, Gravell and Sande, 

And the werkmanshype ‘ xvijs 
Item payd for the thresshold atthe West dorre =. 
Item payd to the Wexchaundelere for the Rode lyght) . xxuy* 


* Ibid. vol. IIT, 231. 


me 
i 
m 
¥ 
¥ 
14% 
Bee 
2 
§ 


ST. MARGARET'S, SOUTHWARK. 639 


Item payd to Medwall for Davy . x4 
Item payd vpon Corpus Xpi day for flagges and Garlandes x? 


Sm* lviij’ ob, 
A Festo Nativitatis Sti Johis, Anno predicto. 


Item payd to John Medewall ‘ 
Item payd to Roger Gryndere 
Item payd to the Canell Rakere . vj" 
Item payd tothe Plumer . xiilj® 
Item payd vpon Seynt Margretes day for a pley R - we 
Item payd for wode to the fyre and to the Syngers . ty 
Item payd for the wasshyng of v x! 
Item payd to the tylere ; xiiij® 
Item payd for the Ironn each the pype of lede vpon the 

Stepyll . 
Item payd to the pavyoure for the ‘percell lefte be hy md 

at the chyrche style next Beatrix Fullers . xij" 
Item payd to John Crosse for mendyng of the gutters, the 

stufle & the werkmanshype . . .  . _ 
Item payd for iij thousand tyle ‘ 
Item payd for Roofetyle . . . « 
Item payd forj lode of Sande . . . . 
Item payd for lath & ij fylettes vj" 
Item payd for a poste to vndersette the pale eed Sh ij" 
Item payd forlyme . vi 
Item payd for ij filettes and j poste to vnder set the pale os 

And for lathes . viij4 
Item payd to Willm Povy, to John Medewall, andto 

Roger Grynder iiij® ij? 
Item payd for mendyng of the lawmpe & & the mend ng of 

the dyademe .. 
Item payd for wasshyng of xiiij* 
Item payd foran Amyse clothe . . . . iiij* 
Item payd for wyne on Palme Sonday iiij* 
Item payd to Ric. Smythe for hengges to the pale . ; Ps 
Item payd for mendyng of the aig yerd walle . _-wiij4 ob. 


Sm* xxiij® vj? ob. 
A Festo Michaelis Anno xxxviij° 


Fyrste gaderyd in the chyrche vpon All Halowen day . v* ix‘ ob. 

Item Gaderyd in the chyrche vpon Seynt Lucy Day. ilij® jo 
Hic venit Willms Sisar 

Item Gaderyd in the Chyrche vpon Cristemas day ~ . x’ lili’ 


Item Gaderyd in the Chyrche vpon xij day . ; iij$ iiij? 
Item Gaderyd in the Chyrche vpon Candelmas day ilj 
Item Receyved for ij Weddynges . 


Item Receyved for the all of T Wye nton viij4 
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A Festo Pasche Anno xxxviij° 


Fyrste Gaderyd in the Chyrche vpon Ester xxxij® ob. 
Item Gaderyd in the Chyrche vpon Ascencion day 
Item Receyved for i ij weddyngges . 
Item Gaderyd in the Chyreche vpon Wytsonday 


Sm®* xliij® ob. 
A Festo Nativitatis Sti Johis Baptiste 
A® xxxviij° 


F yrste Gaderyd in the Cbyrehe vpon Seyut Margretes 


Item Receyved of ii) Weddynges . vj" 
iid Sm* iiijs x4 
A Festo Michaelis Anno xxxix® 
Iyrste Gaderyd in the Chyrche vpon All halowenday vs 
Item Receyved of iij Weddynges. vj? 
| Sm* vs 
A Festo Michaelis Anno xxxviij° 
Item payd to Roger Grynder viij? 
Item payd for wasshyng of clothes 
Sim* xj* x4 
ei A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno predicto. 
Item payd for the kepyng of the Clocke . 
| Item payd for Holme and Ivy . 
Item payd for grene Candell . vj" 
: Ve Item payd for scouryng of the boll and mendyng of the 
lawmpe, and kepyng of the Rodelyght 
Item payd for carying of dung be hy the Chy ij? 
Sm? xvs j4 
1} A Festo Pasche Anno xxxviij® 
Fyrste payd to Jobn Medwall 
ia Item payd to Roger Grynder for the kepyng of the Rood 
Bie: Item for scowryng of the lawmpe and the C andelstyckes vj‘ 
Bie Item payd for Recensylyng of the Chyrche yerd. In all 
| Item payd for scowryng of the bollys iiij? 
Hi litem payd for wasshyng of Awbes, Amytes, Surplyse, 
Awter clothes and Towell, and the mendyng 
i 
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Item payd for wyne vpon Palmesonday ob. 
Item payd for brede and Ale at the watchyng of the 
Sepulcre . 
Item payd to the Glasyer for mendy ng of the w yndow es iiij4 
Item payd to John Crosse, Carpenter, for mendy "e of the 
ale. And for nayll xiiij4 
Item payd to the Smyth for ij henges viij4 
Item payd to the Chaundelere for x gallonnce of lawmpe 
Item payd for xj Ib. of Whyte Candell .  xvj" ob. 
Item payd for a Rope to the Clock 
Item payd for j doseyn & di, of grene candell ; a 
Item to the lyme man forlyme vs 
Item payd for flagges and Garlandis vpon Corpus xpi day vj’ 


Sm* xlij§ v4 ob, 


A Festo Nativitatis Sti Johis Baptiste 
Anno xxxviij® 


Kyrste payd to Medewall 
Item payd for mendyng of the ly tell belle whele 
item payd for wasshyng of v surplice and ij Awter clothes viij" 


Sm? viij4 


A Festo Michaelis Anno xxxix°® 


Fyrste payd to Medewall vjs viij’ 
Item payd for wasshyng of v Rochettes, i ij Surplice, the 
fonte clothe, ij Awter clothes and v towell . ; , viij4 


Item payd to Willm Tyler at .  -Xxilijs 


A Festo Natalis Dmi. Anno xxxix 
yrste Gaderyd in the Chyrche vpon Cristenmas day . viij‘ 
Item Resceyved of ij Weddynges . iiij¢ 
Sm* x$ 
A Festo Pasche A°, Edwardo primo. 


Fyrst Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Ester day  xxvij’ 
Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Assencion day. 
Item Resceyved of iij weddynges . 


Sm? xxxj® xj@ 


A Festo Nativitatis sti Johis Baptist A° predicto. 


I'yrst Gaderid in the Chirche vpon seynt Margretes day vij® ijt 
Item Reseeyved for the bereall of John Prethyn . vine 
Item Resceyved for Ric Braybroke is be quest —. . [no even 
Item Resceyved of ij Weddynges . iii) 
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A Festo Michael. In A° predicto 


Fyrst Gaderid in the chirche vpon seynt day ; vs 
Item Resceyved of ij Weddynges . iiij* 
Item Resceyved in Hoke money « « iiiij® 


Sm* x¢ 
A Festo Natal Dm, In A° predicto 


F yrst Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Cristenmas day xj® ij? 
Item Resceyved of Palmer for the beryall of } Chylde_. iij® 
Item the Remaynett of iij yerdis of blewe clothe 


Sm* x? 
Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Candelmas day . . ij v4 ob. 


Item Resceyved for ij olde Copys that were supendid xs 
Item Resceyved for ij Weddynges ilij? 


Sm* xiij® ix? ob. 
A Festo Pasche In A°® Edwardi iiijti ij° 


Firste Gaderide in the Chirche vpon Ester day —. xxxiij§ vj4 ob. q'. 
Item Resceyved for the Biriall of Roger Palmer. ‘ xs 

Item Resceyved for the beriall of Thom. Kirkeby . viii 
Item Resceyved in Hoke money . xilij® 
Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Ascension day ob. 
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A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno xxxix° 
Fyrste payd to John Medewall 


vj® viij? 


Item payd for mendyng of the Clock. xx 
Item payd for mendyng of the Clapure of the my del belle xvj? 
Item payd for the wasshyng of Awtere Clothes and v 


Sm? vij4 
A Festo Pasche A° Edwardi primo 
Fyrst payd to Willm Povy for kepyng of the Clok . ; ijs 


Item payd tothe Clok Maker . viij! 
Item payd to the Wexchaundeler . x’ 
Item payd for the —" of clothes and mendyng of 
Item payd for wyne vpon Palme Sonday iiij4 


Item payd to John Medewall iij® 
Sm* xviij’ vj4 
A Festo Nativitatis sti Johis Baptiste 
Anno predicto. 


Fyrst paid at Gloucester for the dyner of Willm Elyotte . xxiii 
Jtem for the stulpis at the chirche style . 
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Item paid for mendyng of the Chirche yerd wall 
Item paid for j} newe key to the chirche dorre 
Item for carying a way of the chirche dung 
Item paid for a Syngere ; ‘ 
Item paid for flagges and garlandis 

Item for makyng of the laton Senser 


Sm* xxxiij® ix? ob, 


A Festo Mychel, A° predicto, 


Fyrst paid for vij lode Gravell . 
ian paid to a man for to lay the seid Gravell 


Item paid for Gravell and stuffe to the pament in the 
strete, and for werkmanshipe 


A Festo Natal. Dm. Anno predicto. 


K'yrste paid to the Organ playere . ° 
Item paid for wasshyng of clothes and Surplise 


Sm* vjs 


Item payd for mendyng of the Clock ° 
Md that there is owyng vnto the Wexeliaundelere, the 


xxVvilj day of May In the yere of Kyng Edwarde the 
iiij® after the conquest the secund 


A Festo Pasche A°® Edwardi iiijt' Secundo 


paide to the Wexchaundeler 

Item paide to Willm Povy for keping of the clock 

Item paide for wasshyng of clothes 

Item paide to Roger Grinder for keping of the Rode light 


Item paide to the Talowchaundeler for Oyle and candell 
Item paide to the Tiler . ‘ 


Item paide for brede, Ale and Colis to watche the Sepulere 
Item paide for mendyng of the Clock . 
Item paide for mendyng of the belle whele 
Item paide for carying away of dunge 

Item paide to the Organ Plaier 


Item paide for the sowyng of iiij Awter clothes 
Sm* xxxij® viij4 
Item paid tothe Plummer . 


Item paid to the Organ plaier 
Item paid for wasshyng of lentyn clothes 


Anno iiij‘! ij° 


Md that at Feste of Witsontide were Chosyn the wardens of seint 


iiij® iiij4 


xiij4 


vilj4 


vs 
viij’ 
xviij4 


Margretes Chirche, that is to say John Tailloure Baker John Alkyns, 


Richarde Forrey & John Hartett. 
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Firste R esseuyd for ij Weddy ynges iy 


Item Gaderid in the chirche vpon seynt Margretes day 


Item Resseuyd for the beriall of Willm Sydeney r$ 
Resseuyd for ij Weddynges 


ix? 
A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 


Firste Gaderid in the [chirche] vpon all Halowen day 


Item Resseuyd for the beriall of Willm Sideney 
Item Resseuyd for iiij Weddynges 
Item Gaderid vpon seynt Luciday 
Sm* xiij® 
A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno predicto. 


Firste Gaderid in the chirche vpon Cristmasse day 
Item Resseuyd for Weddynges 
Item Gadered in the chirche vpon Candelmasse day 


Sm* xiijs 
A Festo Pasche A° predicto 
iiii*! iij° 
F irste Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Ester day : 


Item Resseuyd for ij Weddynges . 
Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Witsonday > 
Item Resseuyd for iij Weddynges 


Sm?* xxxj° iiij* ob. 
A Festo Nativitat. sti Johés Baptist 
predicto 
Firste Resseuyd for v Weddynges 


Item Gaderid in the Chirche. vpon seynt Margretes day 


Item Resseuyd for the beriall of Alis Chippis 
Item Resseuyd Weddyng . 


Sm* xix’ viij* 
A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 


Firste Gaderid in the Chirehe vpon all Halowen v5 
Item Resseuyd for vj Weddynges . ° 

Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon seynt Lucy day 
Item Resseuyd the same day of the Priour . 


Sm? vj4 
A Festo Natatis Dm. Anno predicto. 


Firste Gadered in the Chirche vpon Cristmas day 
Item Resseuyd for iij Weddynges . ; 
Item Gadered in the Chirche vpon Candelmas day 


Sm* vj? ob. 
Sm? total v'i xxij¢ 
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A Festo Pasche Anno predic to 
iiij"! iij° 


First delyuerid to John Blyton. 

Item paid to Ric. Organ Player 

Item paid for mendyng of the Clok _ 

Item paid for mendyng ouer the Vestry 

Item paid for mendyng of Chesiblis and wasshyng of 
Awbes, Surplise & Towell : 

Item paid for the scowryng of the lawmpe and the Can- 
delstickes 3 

Item, paid for the hayere vpon the hig hAwte . 

Item paid to Roger Grynder for kepyng of the Rode light 
for [one] whole yere at Mydsomer in the said yere 


Sm* xxxvj* 


A Festo Nativitatis sti Johis Baptist 
Anno predicto, 


Firste paid for the clapur of the grete belle 

Item paid for ij lb of White Candell 

Item paid to Willm Povey for kepyng of the Clok | 

Item paid to Ric. Organ yer. 
Item paid for mendyng of the pale in the Chirche yerd ; 


Sm* xxij® v4 ob 


A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 


First paid to Ric. Organ Player ‘ 

Item paid for Wasshyng of clothes 
Item paid for Carying a wey of v lode of dung eos 
Item paid for halowyng of xij Corporasse R : 


Sm* ix® 


A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno predicto. 


Firste paid to Ric. Organ Player ° 

Item paid for Wasshyng of ij Awbes and ij Surplis | . 

2 paid for meee and Wire, and for sowyng of the 
eile 

Item paid for Stey nyng ofthe said Vaile 

Item paid for Wyne vpon Palme Sonday 

Item paid to the Tiler for the Chirch Ende . 

Item paid for ledyng a wey of duste fro the chirche ‘ende 

Item paid for an Organ Player vpon eA day. 


A Festo Pasche Anno 
E. iiij'' iiij? 
Firste Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Ester my 
Item Resseuyd for iij W esayngis 
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Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Witsonday v4 
Item Resseuyd for the beriall of the Person of Chepsiede vj® viij4 
Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Witsonday iij® vij* 


Sm* 


A Festo Nativitatis Sti Johis Baptist. 


Anno predicto, 
Firste Resseuyd for the beriall of Ric Chippes viij’ 
Item Resseuyd for iiij Weddynges vill: 


Item Resseuyd for the beriall of Willm Yettes . 
Item Gadered in the Chirche vpon seynt Margretes day . vs 3° ob. 
Item Resseuyd of the Priourethe same day . . .  vijé viij‘ 


Sm* xxv° ix? ob. 
A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 
Firste p for Resseyved for v Weddynges_. x4 


Item Gadered in the Chirche vpon all Halowen day iij® xi‘ 
Item Gadered in the Chirche vpon dedicacion day. _—.. vs xj? 
Sm* x* 

A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno supradicto. 

Firste Gadered in the Chirche vpon Cristmasday . viij® v4 
Item Resseuyd for ij Weddynges_ . iiij* 


Item Gaderyd vpon Candelmas day in the Chirche ‘ ilij® ob. 
Sm* xij’ ix¢ ob. 


A Festo Pasche Anno predicto 
E quinto. 


First Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Ester day . . xxiij® xj¢ ob. 
Item Resseuyd of iij Weddynges . : 
Item Resseuyd for the beriall of Yettes is Wife. viij4 
Item Gadered in the Chirche vpon iij® ix? 
Item Resseuyd for ij Weddynges iiij* 
Item Resseuyd in Hoke mony . 


Sm* xliij’ ob. 


;d 
Vj 


A Festo Nativitatis sti Johis Baptiste 

Anno predicto. 
Firste Resseuyd fora Weddyng . ij? 
Ttem Gaderid i in the Chirche vpon synt Margretes day 7 


Item Resseuyd of the Prioure the same day . 
Item Resseuyd for ij Weddynges . . iiij4 


Sm* xiijs ij? 
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A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto, 


Firste Resseuyed for } Weddyng . 


Item Gadered in the the dedicacion day 
Item Resseuyd of the Prioure the same day 


Item Gadered in the Chirche vpon all “x day 
vj4 
A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno supradicto. 


Firste Gadered in the Chirche vpon Cristmas day . 
Item Ressenyd for iij Weddynges 


Item Gaderid in the Chirehe vpon Candelmas day 
Item Resseuyd for ij Weddynges . 


Sm®* ix® ob. 
Sm* to! viij!! 
A Festo Pasche Anno predicto E iiij'' iiij® 


Firste paid for a lantern to the Chirche ~ 

Item paid for White Candell 

Item paid for the Rode light. _—.. 

Item paid to John Monitiords for Oyle to the lawmpe 


Item paid for the Repayryng of the Chesiblis and mendyng 
ofthe Awbis . 


Sm? ob. 


A Festo Nativitatis sti Johis Baptiste 
Anno predicto, 


Fyrste paid vpon seynt Margretes day to the en 
Item paid to Syngers atte same tyme. 

Item paid for theire dyner the same tyme. . 
Item paid to the Plommer for the Gutters over the quere 
Item paid for M' tiles . . 

Item paid for Garlandis vpon Corpus xti day 
Item paid for Ale to the Syngers 


Item paid for Garlandis on seint Margretes day and for 
an Organ Player 


A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 


Firste paid for mendyng of the best vestmentes, and for the 
Rede Vestmentes 


Item paid for mendyng of the Chirche yerde w walle a ey 
the high Awter 
Item paid for mendyng of a Torche 


Item paid ynto Roger re for kypyne of the Rode 
light 
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Item paid to a tiler and his ran tylyng the _ for ij 

Item paid for iiij Sackes viij? 
Item paid foralodeof Sande , . . v4 


Item paid for tile pynnes =. ob, 
Item paid for wasshyng of Awbis, Am tes & Surplices, 

And settyng on of parures and fronte 


Sm* ix® | 
A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno supradicto. 


First paid for holme andIvy 

Item paid for grene Candell and White Candell 
Item in expensis to Margrete Eyre for the Evidence longyn 

to the Chirche . 
Item paid for ledyng a ved of dung be hynde the Chirche, 

vj lodis_ . ix@ 
ran id for ledyng a wey of dunge vnder the Chirche 

alle atte strede side 

paid for Wyne vpon Palme Sonday 


Sm* iij® x* ob. 
Sm* to! iij'' ix? ob. 
A Festo Pasche Anno predicto 
iiijt! Sexto. 


First Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Ester day . xxv° vij? ob, 
Item Resseuyd for ij Weddynges . 
Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Whitsonday vs 


Sm* xxxj* j ob. 


A Festo Nativitatis sti Johis Baptiste 
Anno predicto. 


Firste Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Seynt Margretes day _iiiij’ 


Item Resseuyd of the Prioure the same day . ; ; vj> viij4 
Item Resseuyd for the beriall of Harry Curson viij? 
Item Resseuyd of the Brasier . 


Sm* iiij4 
A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 


Firste Gaderid in the Chirche vpon the dedicacion day . ij’ 

Item Resseuyd of the Prioure the same day . : viij* 
Item Resseuyd for ij Weddynges . iiiy* 
Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon all Halowen day . iiijs vj" 


Sm* xiiij® 
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A Festo Natalis Dm, Anno predieto, 4 

Firste Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Cristmas day’ x! 
Sm* v* x? 

Item Resseuyed for the beriall of John Challey =.) vj viij 
Item Resseuyd for the beriall of Combe is Wife. 

Sm* to! iiij'! vj* j4 ob. 
A Festo Pasche Anno predicto 
iiij*! quinto, 


Firste paid for Wasshyng of Awter em Towell, Awbes 
and Surplises . 


Item paid for kypyng of the Rode light. 
ij* 
A Festo Nativitatis sti Johis 
Anno predicto, 


Firste paid for Syngers at seynt Margretes xvid 
Item paid for Ale the sametyme .. 
Sm* xvij4 
A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 

Firste paid vpon the dedicacion day to the Synegers , xij! 
Item paid for Alethesame tyme . 
Sm? xiiij4 
A Festo Notatis Dm. Anno supradicto 
Firste paid for holme and Ivy : ij? ob. 
Item paid to John Medewall for playing atte Organs . iiij* 
Item paid for Wyne vpon Palme Sonday 


Sm* ob, 
to! ix? ob. 
A Festo Pasche Anno predicto, 
E Sexto, 
Firste paid for Wasshyng of lentyn clothes and Awter 
clothes, Awbes, towell and frontell, and for the settyng 


on of the parures and frontell ij® 
Item paid to John Medewall for playing atte Organs ; iiij4 
Sm* ij* v4 


A Festo Nativitatis Sti Johis 
Anno predicto iiij‘' vj° 


Firste paid for Syngers vpon seynt Margretes ix! 
Item paid for Ale the same tyme 


Item paid to John Medewall 


Sm* ob. 
Vou, XXXII.— December, 1847. 2yY 
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A Festo Michaelis Anno predicto. 
Firste paid vpon the dedicacion day for Wyn to the 


Item paid to John Medewall for playing atte the Organs ij? 
Item paid to the mynstrall . | iiiy4 

Sm* x? 
A Festo Natalis Dm. Anno supradicto. 
First paid to John Chaundeler for grene candell and white xiiijé 


Item paid to Willm Chaundeler for the Rode light ij® 
Sm* iij* xj* 
Sm* to! viij* v4 ob. 


Item Resseuyd forthe beriall of Thom. Curson . viij? 
Item Resseuyd for Sir John Popham Knyght 
A Festo Pasche Anno predicto 
E iiij'' vij° 

Firste Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Ester day - « mzm-vue 

Item Gaderid in the Chirche vpon Whitsonday ob. 

Item Gaderid in the Chirche seint Margrete day . iiij® 

Item Resseuyd of the Proure the same day vj® viij* 

A Festo Nativitatis Sti Johis Baptiste 
Anno predicto. 
Firste Resseuyd for iij Weddynges vj4 
[Here the original book ends.] 
ARCHBISHOP WHITGIFT’S COLLEGE PUPILS. 

NO. ITI. 
| (Continued from p. 528.) 
4 4 ! Lie | THe next page (45) of the Master of Trinity’s Book is filled with 


a supplementary account relating to one of his most illustrious 

pupils, “ The Earle of Combreland,” which (as has been already 

explained) may be more properly added to the accounts of 

that nobleman which relate to an earlier period. 

a Page 46 contains only a few lines which should, it is pre- 
|; 4 sumed, be added to the accounts relating to Puitip Harrison, 
tg at p. 17, which have been already laid before the reader.* 


* British Magazine for October, p. 376. 
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[Page 46. 
harrison 1576 

Janua, 26 
9 of feb. xiij¢ 
23. feb. . vj? ob. 


[ The remainder of the page, and the whole of the next two, blank.) 


The next account bears only the surname name of Hat yss, 
which does not enable me to give any account of the person to 
whom it belonged.* It is the continuation of an account from 
another book which one would be very glad to find, but which 
- has probably been less fortunate than that one now before me. 


[Page 49.]} 
hattlyss 1570. decemb. .7. 
I have of hysas appearyth in the other boke xxxvij* ob, 


.2, pare ofshoes and soling . ij® vj? 
lawndres att christ. xij4 
syz the .2.ofdecemb. : ix® ij4 ob. 
his bever iij® iiij4 


delyvered hym for hys admiss, and priort xviij* 


akey forhyschamb. dore . vj4 
for hys cOmensment dinner. xs 
forthe lector athis prior. . xij? 
receavyd . iij' vj* 84 
syz. tothe .2.ofmarch . ‘ . xj¢ 
lawndres atthe anit, . . 
one pare of hosse viijé 
In lent at robert fletchers 


* Through the kindness of the Rev. Joseph Romilly, Registrar of the University 
T am enabled to say that he does not appear to have been a fellow or scholar of the 
house, When I am able to give such information, the reader will understand that 
I am enabled to do it by the courtesy of that gentleman, and the kind trouble which 
he has taken to answer my inquiries. 

t I do not know what this means, or how to make anything else of the word, 
which occurs again after three lines. ing 
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6', 2°. 74, debet. 28°, 
for a cote ‘ xviij 
exp. 9! i* recepta 6!, 35, i¢ 
debet ob. 


eG. and syz.the.23.ofJune  . vij* xj4 
lawndres att myds6. xij? 


payd. 
The next three pages (50, 51, 52) are blank; and then fol- 
lows the account of Hanns, of whom likewise, I am unable to 


give any account. I do not know whether any clue may be 
afforded by the occurrence of “my Lord Zouch’s” name in the 


account. 
[Page 53.] 
hanns. receavy4 vj* viij4 
eyz.tothe .2.ofmarch . . v4 
syz. the .2. of June ; . Vij® iiij4 ob, 
de’), 8° j4 ob. 
pare of shoes and mending . xij4 
hyspsaltyng . » viij4 
receavyd for exhibition vs 
shoes one pare and méding. xvj4 
lawndres att mihel. xij@ 
syz. to the last of noveimb. viij4 
debet. vj* ij4 ob. 
.2. pare of shoes and soling. . xj* 
syz tothe last of feb. vij* 
104 ob. 
one pare of shoes and soling xxi)? 
receaved of my lord Zouch [interlined—no sum} 
lawndres at easter, ij’ 
shoes .2, pare and méding 
syz. to the .30. of may. . ix® xj ob. 
33° 14 ob. 
lawndres att myd. . é xij? 
syz. tothe 29.ofaug.. ix® iiij? ob. 
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~ 


.2.pare ofshoesand soling . je 
lawndres att mihel. xij? 
ij! x* 
debet 39* ix 

payd 
one pare of shoes. . xviij4 

payd 
syz. 27. febru. ‘ ix® ob. 


syz. the 28 aug. 
payd 


finis 


xij* ob, 


653 


The following page is blank. ‘The next is occupied with the 
joint account of Ser. SuTTLYFFE and his brother Luxe, the 


latter of whom appears to have become a scholar in 1575. 
[Page 55.] 
Ser sutlyfe and bys brother ii ma* 157], 
hys syzthe.2.of June. . j4 ob. 


x4 
to the usshers at ely to myd. ij’ 

one pare of shoesatel ix! 
fastyng nyghts candell, vnck &c ately . xvj4 ob. 
lawndres to myd, att ely . ij’ 

laundres myds, att chamb, xij4 
hys wages att myd., iij® iiij4 
makyng a gerking buttons and sylk . xxiij? 
cémons att elie to myds : 
syz. 31. aug. . ‘ iiij? ob. 
lawndres at milel. . ere 

3! 28 j4 ob. deb. 40% j4 ob. 

to the usshers of ely at mihel. . ij’ 

.2. pare of shoes ately ‘ xviij4 
candells atelye vj‘ 
3! 68 deb. 46° j4 ob, 
payde 


* Whether this stands for “ March” or “ May,” it seems impossible to determine 
as the minute abbreviated word has been written quite at the edge of the corner’ 


which has heen perhaps rubbed. 
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cé. att ely to mibel. xxxiij® 8¢ 
syz. to the last of novemb. , vij* vj4 ob. 


wagesatchrit. ©. . . . . iiijé 
at elye 


4, pare of shoes... iij® 
a pere of pattens . ix4 


usshers at christ. . ij’ 
comons att christmas ely* xxxvjs 
for gownes coteshosse_ . xxxix ij4 
.1. par of shoes and soling chab, 
payd 
more for there cémé at elly to christ. ‘ xviij! 
at elye 
lawndres at christ . ; j 


syz tothe last of feb. vij® ob. 


wages aniitia. . [ blank 
one pare of shoes and soling . xx! 
lawndres att myd. . xij? 
2. pare of shoes and soles. ij® 
syz. the last of may viij® ob. 
[Page 56.] 
attelye. the usshersatmyd . iiijs 
suppers in lent : xviij4 
teaching on them to sing . 
méding apparrell . iiij4 
a hatt [looks more like hook] . : : ij’ 
.3. pare of shoes and méding . : : ij* x? 
455, 94, 


for there cd. at ely to mydsommer 
payd 


* The word ely is interlined; and so is the word which seems to be chad. in the 
next line but one. Both seem to have been put in at the same time, and with the 
same iok, which differs much from that with which “ christmas” had been written. 
Nothing but the extraordinary licence observable in the master’s spelling could 
warrant one’s surmising that the second word might be meant to stand for “ Cam- 
bridge,” in contradistinction to Ely; the m being, as very commonly, omitted, 
though the omission is not marked. 
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lawndres mihel. 


wages atmihel. . 
.2. pare of shoes and soling. 
there cé. att elye at mihel 
lawndres the same tyme . 
singing . : 


making two dubletts two pare of hosse, for 
buttons for their dub. . 
.2, pare ofshoes . 
Knyt hosse forLuke . 


debent. 425. 44, 


vsher and sigging at elye christ. <— 
cOmons for Luke suttlyffe .56. wekes when 
hys arm was hurt : 
there cOmons at elye to the last of Janua. 


a key and a staple for there chamber dore. 
for a pare of netherstokes for L. : 


ob. 


iij* 

xxxvij® 74 
ij* 

ij’ 
ij? vj* 
iiij® 


viij® vj4 


for rugg for Lukes arms . ° 
.7', 5. 4. ob. debet. 5!. 18°, 
payde 
syz. 27. feb. . 
lector at mid. . 
195, vj? 
wages at myd, 
[ Page 57.] 


co and syz.28ofaug. .  . 

wages at mihel ‘ 
liverae 

lector . 


vij® ix? ob. 


xij4 
ix® ix? 


xx’, 


lvj* 44 ob. 
viij* ob, 
x* 
xxvj* 
xe 
xvj4 


6%. 10%, struck through] 4', 6°. 49, 


payd 
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co. the 24.decemb. x* ob.. 
e0.the 26.februa,,. .. . 44 
syzing the 26.februa. . xj 
wages at the aniitiation . x* 
tothelectorattheani. . . xij? 


debet iiij'. iiij*. xj*. 
peyde 


cé, and syz. maii. 28. . ‘xxxij* xj ob. 
lentto Mrsutlyfie . liiiy’ 


4! 7. 114 ob. 
payd 
cémons and syz. the 23. Julie . xvj* ij? 


v! xiiij® j4 ob. 
payd 


The remainder of this page and the whole of the three which 
follow are blank. The next begins with the account of the 
Earl of Cumberland, which it would be a pity to divide, but 
which is so long that it would extend this article beyond reason- 
able bounds, and make too large a demand on your pages and 
the patience of your readers. 

Iam, &c., 


S. R. Marrianp. 


A THOROUGH AND GODLY WAY OF REFORMATION. 


Amone those opinions which may be fairly classed under the 
denomination of Vulgar Errors, there are few which, as far 
as we can discover, have less foundation in fact, than the 
common notion respecting the change made in the religious 
condition of Breland by Edward VI. and Elizabeth. Most 
people imagine, that, at the beginning of the reign of Ed- 
ward VL, the Irish were, to a man, Romanists, in the full 
—rather indeed, in the modern—sense of the term,—and that 
both then; and subsequently at the commencement of the reign 
of Elizabeth, the change of religion was effected by compulsory 
measures. | What was the precise state of religious opinion, 
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and how far: the people of Ireland were conformed to the faith 
and the practices which were then deemed necessary’to ‘con- 
stitute an orthodox and obedient son of the church, it may not 
be easy to discover. But, that they were not very determined 
in their attachment to the Romish ritual, or very hearty in their 
allegiance to the see of Rome, may be inferred from the fact, 
that when the Common Prayer-book, and the Oath of Supre- 
macy were established by Act of Parliament in 1560, but two 
of the bishops resisted the changes, and were deprived of their 
sees. And to go back to the reign of Henry VIII. :—in the 
state paper (in one of the volumes published by the Commis- 
sioners,) entitled The State of Ire and Plan for its Reforma- 
tion, to which the date of 1515 is assigned, the condition of the 
Irish church is thus described :—“ Ther is no Archebysshop, ne 
byshop, abbot, ne pryor, parson, ne vycar, ne any other person 
of the Churche highe or lowe, greate or smalle, Englishe or 
Iryshe, that useyth to preache the worde of Godde, saveing the 
poore fryers beggers.” If there was any truth in this represen- 
tation, one cannot wonder at the description of the state of the 
laity in the same paper— THER IS NO LANDE IN ALL THIS 
WORLDE, THAT HAVE MORE LYBERTYE IN VYCEIS, AND LESSE 
LYBERTYE IN VERTUE :”—a description, which, unhappily, must 
be confessed to be rather more suited to the present condition 
of Ireland, than one might reasonably have expected it to be, 
after an interval of three hundred years. Be this as it may, 
however, it is from the hand of persons attached to the Church 
of Rome we have this picture of the state of Ireland in 1515: 
and consequently, one cannot avoid thinking, that if Ireland 
. had been so very much devoted to Rome in the beginning of 

the sixteenth century as most persons now seem to suppose, 
no Catholic, however English in his prejudices, would have made 
such a representation of the state of morals and religion. 

These remarks are not made with the intention of insinuating 
more than they express. The question is a difficult one, and the 
materials hitherto examined are but scanty. But, may we not ask 
—whether it is too much to suppose, that if Ireland, at the death 
of Henry VIII., was (as is commonly thought) what would now 
be called a popish country, it would have been much more obvi- 
ously and positively popish in the reign of Mary, when the 
chureh ‘had but just recovered from, what a Romanist would » 
consider, the arbitrary and tyrannical oppression of the e- 
formers of Edward VI. The state of religion in Ireland during | 
the'reign of Mary seems hitherto to have received. less: atten- 
tion from those who have undertaken to write the history of the 
Irish church, than the importance of the subject deserves.|: We 
have had stories, which may or may not be authenti, of a pack 
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of cards having been ingeniously substituted for a warrant to 
burn the heretics of Dublin and the Pale. But (besides that 
this story suggests considerations which have escaped those who 
tell it) the Pale was a small district, extending not more than 
twenty miles round Dublin. What, then, was the state of religion 
amongst the mere Irishrie—“ her Majesty's Irish rebels” —in other 
words,—the great majority of the po sion ? Itmay be difficult 
to give any satisfactory answer to this question. But there isa 
document still existing among the manuscripts in the Library of 
the University of Dublin, which has never yet been printed, and 
which may help us to form some judgment on the matter—at 
least as to what it was not. The document referred to is a 
memoir on the state of Ireland, presented to the government of 
Philip and Mary. It is attributed by Leland to Dowdall, Arch- 
pi of Armagh; who had been primate in the reign of 
Henry VII, had oO pposed the changes and gone into voluntary 
ent in the reign of Edward VL. and had been recalled, 
and restored to the primacy, by Mary, i in 1558. In the year 
1558, Archbishop Dowdall went to England, and there he died 
the same year ; and it is supposed, that it was during this visit 
to England he drew up the memoir now referred to. In this 
paper he explains what he conceived to be the only effectual 
method of improving Ireland. Having taken a brief view of the 
distracted condition of the country, he thus proceeds :— 


“ Butt nowe to speake of the reformacion thereof as I moved at 
the beginninge, there be two kinds of reformacons to be considered 
in that behalf, the one is a generall reformacon of thole realme, to 
bringe it throughlie in subieccon and obedience of the lawe, as the 
English pale is all ready, and this can not be but by one of two waies;_. 
the first is, to bringe all the Irish rebells by their own consent to become 
subiects by civell obedience to the kings lawes; whereunto their con- 
- sents will nott be hadd, and if they had promiste it, they would eft- 
soones breake their promis and returne to their vile liveinge againe: for 
althoughe y* all men may consider this way to be for their owne 
welth and comoditie most to be accepted, before god and the world, yet 
the pride and ravenus behavioure re of their forefathers is so printed in 
their hartes, that neither by preachinge, good counsaile, good ensample, 
or yet by any good meane that ever I could learne, they can be made 
- +. "but onelie by force the strongest alwaie destroyinge the weakeste. 

“ The second waye is, to have a newe conquest, whereby all the said 
Irish Rables either must be subdued, or banished out of thole Realme, 
and English subjects to be planted in their lands throu ghlie, as it was 
done in the “on. ented of the former conquest; and tralie, this is the 
most godlie way of reformacon ; and most profitable, and commodious 
for their matlé and that poore realme: al be, if it might be brought 


* A blank in the MS, 
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easilie to passe, as it cannot, and especially now, when ther mati** are 
bordoned with warr in manie other whears. I will noe longer, there- 
fore, fallowe on it at this tyme; but relie tothe other kynd of refor- 

macon, w*" shalbe thought most convenient for this present tyme; Yet 
it cannot be called a through reformacon ; but onlie to bringe the coun- 
trie to a far better state, welth and tranquillitie, then it is at this pre- 
sent, and alsoe to dischardge their mati** of the most parte of ther 
bordens there, till their highnes see the tyme to goe aboute the 
generall reformacon aforesaid. And lett noe man fynd falt, in that I 
call this @ godlie waye of reformacon, to subdue or banish this people, 
that be ther alwaies disposed to all naughtinesse; as murder, stealth, 
Rob, and disceite, and doe nott obey God or mans lawes: and, there- 
fore, as it is written in the civell lawe, quod princeps debet purgare pro- 
vinciam suam malis hominibus, 1 doe call it godlie, to plant good men, 
in the steede of yvyll : and this was thoccacon, that moved the Popes 
holines to give the kinge licens at the tyme of the first conquest, to 
tuke their lands from them as the Cronecles doe declare.’’* 


Is it unreasonable to suppose, that if the population of Ire- 
land in the reign of Mary had been as submissive to Rome as 
the advocates of Rome would have us to believe, the Roman- 
catholic Archbishop of Armagh would scarcely have recom- 
mended to the English Government, as the only thorough and 
godly way of reformation, to re-conquer Ireland—to banish the 
natives—and to replace them with colonists from England. One 
might go a little farther back, and ask, whether nothing is to be 
gathered from the statement here made, that it was this plan 
of planting good men in the stead of evil, which “ moved the 
Popes holines to give the kinge licens at the tyme of the first 
conquest, to take their lands from them.” This is a representa- 
tion of. Adrian’s gift, which the modern advocates of the old 
religion would hardly choose to subscribe to. But the point of 
real importance to observe is this, that a Roman-catholic pre- 
late, and an Irishman, was not likely to recommend to the Crown 
the total extirpation of the natives, and the colonization of the 
country with settlers from England, if the Irish at that time— 
that is—in the reign of Mary—were as faithful subjects to 
Rome, as it is now the fashion to represent them. What they 
were, it is for others to consider. It is quite sufficient to 
ascertain, what they were not, in order to meet the declamations 
of those, who speak as if the people of Ireland were forcibly 
deprived by Elizabeth of liberty of conscience, and precluded 


_ ® MS. in the Library of Trinity College, Dublin, F. 3. 16. f. 76. This memoir is 
there entitled (apparently in a handwriting) ‘The Archbp. of Armagh’s 
Opinion touching ae delivered in July, 1588.” The date is clearly a mistake, 
probably accidental, for 1558, an error which is considerably improved in the old 
catalogue, where fhe Archbishop is called John Long, who was promoted to the 
Primacy in 1584,—See Harris’s Ware, vol. i. 96. | 
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froin ‘the exercise of rites, and the ministry of a priesthoo ; to, 
which they were attached by affection and hereditary reverence. 
These remarks, however, are offered merely as suggestions. 
Whoever wishes to understand the history of the Church, in 
either country, must study it for himself, and resolve to, ial 
nothing for granted upon authorities. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


The begs to remind ha readers that ne isnt responibe forte shi 
of his Correspondents. 


CHRISTIANITY AMONG THE GALLAS. 


Sir,—The following representation of the lowest form in which the 
Christian religion probably exists on the face of the globe, may not 
be undeserving of a place in the British Magazine. 

It is taken from a letter written by me at Mota, in Southern Abes- 
sinia, March Ist, 1843, and addressed to the Rev. J. M. Trew, Secre- 
tary to the African Civilization Society, (now the Venerable Dr. 
Trew, Archdeacon of the Bahamas,) which letter was inserted in the 
Friend of the African, (1843,) vol. i. p. 90 e¢ seg. It has now been 
carefully corrected throughout; and to it several notes have been 
added, which, it is hoped, will increase its interest. 

In the “ Bulletin” of the Geographical Society of Paris, for July 
1839, (second series, vol. xii. p. 5 e¢ seq.,) is an article by M. Jomard, 
entitled “ Notice sur les Gallas de Limmou,” which contains some 

_ very valuable information obtained by him from a Galla lad named 
Ware (Ouaré.) In page 20 of that memoir, is the following passage 
respecting the religion of the Gallas :—*“ On a cru, on croit encore, 
quils n’ont aucune idée de la divinité; c’est une erreur. Les hommes 
invoquent Sambata, les femmes Maréma, les filles ou vierges Gorobbé ; 
les dieux, en général, s ‘appellent Ouakh. Les j jeunes filles ont encore 
une divinité protectrice, qui est du sexe féminin.” 

During my stay at the town of Yejabbi, in the neighbourhood of — 
the great market of Baso, in Gédjam, i in the beginning of 1843, I in- 
quired of a native of Assendabo, in Gideru, named Séso Déyo, as to 
the correctness of these particulars; when he confirmed them, subject | 
to the modifications which will be mentioned in the sequel. And ‘not 
merely so, but he added further details of the religion of his country- | 
men, which go to prove that these people, or, at all events, very many | 
of them, pagans as to all intents and purposes they must be mane are 

still Christians. 

This assertion, paradoxical as it may appear, is nevertheleis tide’ . 

for, if it be shown that their paganism is nothing but a debasement 
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—an extreme one, it is true, but still a debasement—of the religion of 
the’ Gospel, how can we refuse them the title of Christians? If the 
st departure from the pure faith of Christ be not sufficient to exclude 
from the ‘pale of the catholic church, where is the line afterwards to 
be drawn’? Since the polytheists of Abessinia*—they cannot be de- 
otherwise—are held to be still entitled to the name of Chris- 
tians, these Gallas have assuredly a right to the same appellation. 
Their religion is only one remove further from the original faith of the 
disciples of Jesus. 

In entering into the explanation necessary on this most interesting 
subject, I must premise, that, according to my informant’s account, the 
following remarks are applicable to the Gallas of Gdderu and Kiattai 
alone. The other tribes, he said, “ are ignorant people, who know 
nothing of religion; for they work on all days alike, and keep no 
fasts.” Still the truth of this assertion cannot be recognised to the 
full extent. It is very probable that the inhabitants of Giaderu and 
Kaittai, from their proximity to, and continual intercourse with, the 
country on the north side of the Abai, possess a great portion of the 
religion, auch as it is, of their Abessinian neighbours; but it does not 
thence follow that the more distant tribes possess none of it. It must. 
be remembered, that the territories south of the Abdi, now occupied by 
the numerous tribes of Gallas, were once the possessions or depen- 
dencies of the Christian emperors of Abessinia, and that the faith of 
that country was widely diffused throughout them; as is, indeed, 
evinced by the existence, at the present day, of Christian states in that 
portion of the continent further to the south, into which the Gallas 
have not penetrated. Sdso Déyo himself admitted that the other. 
tribes know the sabbath (Sunday) and its eve (Saturday), as also the 
festival of Mdaskal (the Invention of the Cross;) and I have heard the 
same from a Galla of Taloma, As regards the latter festival, how- 
ever, it may be questioned whether it may not have acquired import- 
ance among the Gallas from its political rather than its religious cha-. 
racter, it being the day (now the 26th of September) on which the 
emperors, and since their declension, the rulers of the several provinces, 
annually assemble and review their troops after the rains, preparatory 
to commencing the military operations of the season. And as from 
Wéare’s statement, it would appear that “ Maréma” and “ Sambata” are 
recognised as divinities in Limmou, we must, after the following expla- 


* The Abessinians possess the Scriptures in the Geez, or ancient Ethiopic, (now 
a dead language,) and have priests, churches, divine worship, &c. Yet the ignorance 
among them is inconceivable. A few days after this letter was written, one of my 
servants asked me quite seriously whether it was true that the Creator (Fatari) lies 


buried. in Shoa. My astonishment at such a question may well be imagined. He 


explained that he meant “ Abana Tékla Héimanot,” the celebrated A bessinian legis- 


lator and saint, who, truly enough, is buried at Débra Libanos, inShoa. The com- — 


mon people consider the Virgin Mary, St. George, St. Michael, St. Abbo, AbGna | 
Tekla Haimanot, to be all persons of the Trinity, and call them all Fatdri-—i. e., 
Creator. At Ebenat, in Biégamider, a beggar asking alms, and thinking there were. 
soldiers. the house, said, “* May Seléssioch (i.e. ‘ the Trinities’) give you plander.”” 
This was to me a new expression. I have uently heard Sésta Seldssie—" the 
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nation, admit that in that country also a glimmering of Christianity 
still continues to exist. 

For the present, however, it may be sufficient to say, that the fol- 
lowing is an outline of the Christian religion in its most debased form, 
as it is actually found to exist in the countries of Gaderu and K ittai ; 
and to add that some portions of the same religion—to what extent is 
not known—are to be met with among other Galla tribes. 


The Pantheon of these Gallas, as far as I could learn, is as fol- 
ows :— 


Marémma Abbogéramfas 
Telkamot 
Gérgis 
Kedéant Mikaél 
Maddin Gabriél 


Dabilos and Siétan. 

The general appellation of these deities, with the exception of 
Dabilos and Siétan, is Wak, the same as is given to the heavens ; that 
is to say, the latter are personified to represent the former. The same 
exists in most languages. In our own we say, “Oh, Heaven!” and, 
to make the personification still stronger, ‘Good Heavens!” And 
while our children are taught to say, “Our Father which art in 
heaven,” they learn to repeat, almost in the same breath, in their nur- 

rhymes, “ Oh, give relief, and Heaven will bless your store.” 

he names of some of these deities will already have pointed to 
their origin. The following explanation will place it in the clearest 
light. 

Marémma is no other than Mariam—the Virgin Mary. Inde- 
pendently of the resemblance of the names, her relationship to her son 
Balawald renders this indisputable. She is the creatrix of the world, 
of man, and of all beings. She is the preserver of all creatures, and 
to her prayers and offerings are principally addressed, as her power is 
_ the greatest, and her benevolent disposition toward mankind renders 
her the easiest to be propitiated, At the creation; she gave to the 
man the spear and shield, and to the woman the awl or piercer used 
in making straw baskets and other household articles. To her son 
Balawald she has delegated the power of bringing the world to a close ; 
and in consequence of man’s incurring his displeasure, this event 
would have happened long ago, had it not been for his mother’s con- 
stant intercession. She is styled Wakdiyu, meaning “God the 
Mother.” The extravagant worship paid to her prototype by the 
Abessinian Christians has clearly led to the still greater reverence 
in which Marémma is held by the more ignorant Gallas; and it 
seems even probable that her title Wakaiyu is merely a perversion of 
the usual appellation of Mary, “the Mother of God.’’* 

Balawéaild, the son of Marémma, is Jesus Christ, the son of Mary, 


* At Débra Tabor, in aan the capital of Ras ’Ali, there are two churches 
dedicated to the Virgin, which are distinguished as Endtitu Mériam and Lidjitu 
Mériam—i. e., “ Mary th the Mother,” and “ Mary the Daughter.” This would soon 
lend, if it has not already led, to the idea that there are two Marys. 
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His name is simply the two Ethiopic words Baal and Wald, in come 
position, Bdala-Wald, meaning, “ the Festival of the Son;'’ which 
these Gallas have adopted as a proper name. He is nearly, but not 
quite on an equality with his mother; and when the heavens and 
earth shall “pass away,” it will be by his command. The Gallas’ 
notion of this event is, that the two are connected by a chain, which 
Balawald will break asunder. 
Gordébbe is the daughter of Maremma. M. Jomard speaks (p. 23) 
of “ le dieu Gorobbé ;” but in the prayer addressed to this deity (ibid,,) 
she is styled Gifti—i. e., “ lady,” which plainly shows her sex. Whom 
Gordbbe represents, I have not been able to discover. She is a malefic 
deity. This term is intended to express that she will, if prayed to 
and favourable, cause evil to come on the suppliant’s enemies ; which 
the benevolent deities will not do. She afflicts women with the tigrida 
(tigré-ter, Pearce ); and, together with Dabilos, is the cause of epileptic 
and hysterical affections. If prayed to, she removes these disorders ; 
and hence she is often addressed by the female sex; but it is not 
true, as Ware states, that she is exclusively the divinity of unmarried 
females. And I may remark generally, that according to Séso Déyo, 
there is no exclusive worship of any of the gods; each and all of 
them being addressed by both sexes, according to the nature of their 
supplications. 
_ Méaddin, Abbogéramfas, Mikaél, and Gabriél are malefic deities, It 
is they who cause storms of hail, thunder, &c., with which they punish 
men who violate the commands of the gods, such as by working on 
holidays, not fasting, &c, Prayers are not often addressed to them, 
as they are not easily propitiated, and “so,” (to repeat my informant’s 
words) “min abbatochachu,* what is the use of praying to them?” 
Still, they are not to be neglected, lest their displeasure be incurred; 
and, therefore, their festivals are fast-days. Who the two last-named 
of these deities are is self-evident. Notso of the othertwo. Médddin 
is our Saviour; the word being a contraction, known in Abessinia 
likewise, of the Ethiopic Medhani-’ Alem—i. e., “ Saviour of the World.” 
It does, indeed, appear most strange, that Jesus Christ should have 
been converted into a malignant divinity, and under that title in par- 
ticular, which so forcibly expresses his redeeming character; but it 
may, perhaps, be thus accounted for. The Abessinians, in their asse- 
verations, are in the habit of adding “ Medhdni-’dlem.” which must 
be regarded as an imprecation on themselves, if they have not spoken 
the truth. Hence it was not unnatural to convert the deity whose 
name is thus used into an avenger, and the next step was to make his 
attribute malevolence. That the archangels Michael and Gabriel, as 
the ministers of God’s will, should have like qualities attributed to 
them, is perfectly intelligible. Abbogéramfas means Abbo, Gébra 
MAnfas Kedis (i. e., “ the servant of the Holy Ghost,”) a saint held in 
extreme veneration in Southern Abessinia, where there are, perhaps, 


* “ What (or who) are their fathers?” meaning “ their fathers are not known ;” 
“they are bastards”—a very strong invective, most frequent in Abessinia, applied 
to man and beast and inanimate beings, (see Isenberg’s “ Amharic gn’ 
mud, voc. FT, :)—and, as it would seem, by these Gallas, to their gods like 
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more churches dedicated. to him than to any one else. “His tame is, 
likewise, used as a form of asseveration and of assent or invitation, 
Babbo (“by Abbo”) being equivalent to the Mohammedan Walléhi 
and Bismillah, That should be considered malefic 
from the same cause that has made Maddin so. 
. Gérgisis plainly Gedrgis or St. George ;* and Telkdmot is merely 
a corruption of the name of the great Abessinian legislator.and saint, 
Abina Tékla Héimanot. I have learned nothing particular Fespect- 
ing these two divinities. 

Seldssi is the Ethiopic Selisse—i. e., “the Trinity.” My infor- 
mant had a confused idea of this deity’s consisting of three persons, 
bat he said he is always addressed as one. This god is, on the 
whole, not a kind one. Still an especial attribute of bitin ‘is the 
restoring of stolen property ; and Séso Déyo gravely related the 
story of a girl who had had a fowl stolen from her, which the thief 
had killed, cut in pieces, and was cooking in an adjoining house ; but 
on her erying Ya Wak, ya Seldssi ! the fowl (a cock) jumped out of 


the pot which was on the home clapped his wings, crowed, and came 
running to the right owner. 


Sénbata and Kedémi are great gods, the former being the greater. 
These are the Christian Sabbath and its eve, Saturday—Kedamie 
meaning literally “the preceding day”—which have been personified 
and converted into deities. How the name of the festival has been 
taken for that of the person in whose honour it was instituted, has 
been shown in the case of Balaw4ld; but this does not go so far a8 to 
show how the day itself should have been deified. The Christians of 
Abessinia supply the intermediate step of debasement. The nume- 
rous beggars of that country in asking for alms, do so in the name of 
the saint whose festival it may happen to be—e. g., “ for Michael's 
sake,” “ for George’s sake.” If it should not be a saint’s day, they 
have “the mother of God,” or “ the Saviour of the world,’ as their 
Mediator. Should it, however, be the Sabbath, or its eve, then the 

ery is, “for Sdnbat (the Sabbath’s) sake,” “for Kedémie’s sake.” 
Now, when alms are given in the name of any saint, the receiver's 
‘thanks are returned by his imploring that saint's blessing on the 
donor—*“ may Michael,” “may George reward you ;"’ but when in 
the name of the Sabbath, it follows, as a matter of course with these 
ignorant people, that the Sabbath should be invoked—“ may Sanbat 
reward you.” The want of the article in the Amharic language cloaks 
the absurdity of so doing, and facilitates the further personification 
among the Gallas. Indeed, I question whether among many of the 
Abessinians this latter step is not already taken. 

Débilos, “the devil,” is not included among the gods (Wak), his 
residence not being in heaven (Gk), but in the deserts and wilder- 


* In Abessinia, alms are frequently asked in the name of the feraséia (“the 
horseman,”) namely, St. George. ‘There, as with us, is the legend, with all its 


minutia, of St. "George killing a real live dragon. He is, as in the Greek chureb, 
the especial pa soldiers ; and as one of the most powerfal of the ' saints in the 


Abyssinian L soaetag he has had a place given him in their “ Trinity,” 
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,, nesses, where he is believed to have “ come of himself,” without hav- 
created.. He. afflicts those who are * possessed,’’ and,’in'gon- 
prayers and offerings are addressed to him) 
_») Stétan is regarded as a distinct personage from Dabilos, and as of 
a still more malignant disposition—he being the author of death; ill- 
_. mess, and misfortunes. Prayers are, however, not addressed to him, 
_ but to. the beneficent deities, in order that they may counteract him. 
-, His dwelling. is “ underground.’ I could not learn that these Gallas 
have any distinct notion of Ael/ as the habitation of Siétan,oras a 
_place of future punishment. Indeed, with respect to a future state . 
generally, my informant had but a confused idea. At first, he said 
_ that when men die, “they remain so;” afterwards that Marémma 
_ives them good food and other good things in proportion to the'r 
deserts, and that the wicked are hanged by ropes round their necks, 
_ and kept suspended between heaven and earth: also that they are 
“burned in fire.” 
__. Neither could I understand that these Gallas acknowledge the ex- 
istence of a Supreme Being, apart from Marémma. Séso Déyostated 
more than once that each deity has separate attributes and powers, 
and that to each, prayers and offerings are made accordingly. ©“ But 
_is not, one greater than the rest?’ Yes, Wakdiyu.” Who is 
Wakdiyu ?” “Marémma,” “ And who is her husband, the father 
of her children?’ “ Wak.” “What Wak?” “The great Wak.” 
“What is the great Wak’s name?” Wakéiyul” “And who is 
Wakaiyu?” ‘“ Marémma.” It was running round a cirele, so | 
desisted ; since nothing is so impolitic as to tax these people’s patience 
too far... By so doing one is almost. sure to obtain incorrect informa- 
tion ; for if they perceive an anxiety to arrive at a certain point, they 
will, rather than be troubled with a long discussion, bring it to a con- 
clusion by assenting to what appears to be required, or by some inven- 
tion of their own. From his account of Marémma, it is, however, 
quite clear that she is the principal deity. Lele 
Each of the divinities, except Kedami and Sanbata, has a monthly 
festival, the dates of which festivals correspond, I believe, with thote 
of the Abessinians. On these days, as with the latter people, it is 
unlawful to plough or to sow, to grind grain, or to draw water. The 
gods Kedémi and Sanbata have their festivals weekly namely, on 
the personified days, Saturday and Sunday. The Abessinian yearly 
festivals of Maskal, Filsita (the assumption of the Holy Virgin,) and 
Génne or Lédat (the birth of Christ) are further observed; and the 
last is “a very great feast.” | | i 
There is, however, a remarkable difference between the Galla ob- 
servance of some of these festivals and that of the Christians of 
Abessinia, and in fact of most other countries, with whom a feast-day 
isa day of feasting, while with these Gallas it is not unfrequently a day 
of fasting ; such being in their idea the best mode of propitiating, or 
at least of not offending, the deity to whom it is dedicated. This is 
the case on the festivals of the malevolent deities, Abbogéramfas, 
Maddin, Mikaél and Gabriél, Another distinetion is, that they do 
hot observe the Christian Zent before Easter, whereas they keep that 
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before Filsita (the Assumption) with the greatest scrupulousness, re- 
maining without tasting any food whatever till after sunset daily. The 
Abessinians geverally break their fast about three o'clock in the after- 
noon—that is to say, as soon as they have communicated in the | 
churches, 
These Gallas have no priests nor churches. Neither, as far as I 
could understand, have they any set form of prayer or sacrifice; but 
each person makes such petition to the particular deity he addresses, 
as he may deem most likely to propitiate and obtain a compliance with 


_his supplication. The specimens given by M. Jomard, from Ware's 


dictation, may, on the whole, be regarded as fair ones. Some of the 
sentences, embodying ideas that would present themselves to the minds 
of almost every one, were repeated at once by Séso Déyo, as indeed 
they had been by other Gallas previously : others he modified accord- 
ing to his own notions, 


Generally speaking, these Gallas use no religious invocation on 


slaughtering animals for food, though some do say, before drawing the 


knife across the throat, “ Ya Wak,’’ with a prayer for a blessing. 
But they seruple not to eat the meat of animals slaughtered either 
without any such invocation, or indifferently by the hands of Chris- 
tians or Mohammedans. It is scarcely possible to appreciate this last 
sentence and the inference to be drawn from it, without a residence 
of some time in Abessinia. ‘To say what meat a man eats is to ex- 
press, and (what is more) to test, his faith; for a Christian would 
almost sooner starve than touch meat which had not been slaughtered 
‘in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost.’* And most 
people really seem scarcely to have an idea of any other essential of 
religion. After I had obtained the main portion of the information 
comprised in the foregoing pages, I said to more than one person, 
“‘The Gallas, then, after all, are Christians like ourselves.’’ ‘ How 
can that be, when they eat any meat?” was the reply, settling the 
question, in their idea, beyond the power of confutation. As it has 
often been remarked to me, it is the blood alone that separates the — 
Moslems from the Christians: everything but meat they eat together. 

It is a source of satisfaction to me, as the author of Origines Bi- 
blica, to be the means of communicating to the civilized world, the 
knowledge of these interesting facts, since they so plainly show, in 
accordance with the views propounded in that work, the course by which 
religion, as well as every other species of wisdom imparted by the 
Almighty, becomes debased with the lapse of time, if man be left, un- 
aided, to his natural bent and disposition. The hypothesis which sup- 
poses man to possess in himself the power of rising by degrees from 
the worship of stocks and stones to that of the true God, is as opposed 
to reason as it is to the evidence of all history and to the voice of Re- 


* I speak here of the Abessinians in their own country. The few who leave it, 
soon become less scrupulous. I brought an Abessinian servant with me to England. 
When we reached the shores of the Red Sea, and found ourselves surrounded by 
Mohammedans, he at first refused to eat Mos/em meat. But after a little talking to, 
and when he learned that the Christians of Egypt, and even the Patriarch of Alexan- 
dria, the head of the Abessinian church, did so, he allowed himself to be persuaded. 
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velation. On the contrary, the savage with his fetish has fallen, step 
by step, to that extreme state of degradation, from which he can be 


_ raised only by the immediate revelation of his Creator, or by the in- — 


terposition of his more favoured fellow-creatures who already enjoy 
the blessings of that revelation.* 


Cuaries T. BEKE, 
St. Mildred’s-court, 15th Nov. 1847. 


PAPAL INFALLIBILITY. 


“ We cannot make perenne infallible by believing them to be so; but we can 
easily make ourselves fools, as others have done, by believing it without reason.”— 
Stillingfleet. 

Sir,—I do not know any part of our controversy with Rome which 
is in every respect so important as her pretensions to Infallibility, If 
she can prove herself to be the infallible—living—Witness and Ex- 
positor of Holy Scripture, she establishes ail her claims at once, In 
that case, she is the only Church of God; or, at least, agreement and 
communion with her becomes a necessary condition of the Divine 
favour. But if, on the contrary, her claims to infallibility be shown 
to be unfounded, you deprive her of those attributes in which she 
‘most vaunts herself, and in which her votaries place their strongest 

‘reliance. Deprived of infallibility, she is compelled to descend into 
the arena, on even terms with her various rivals, the British, Greek, 
and Eastern Churches. A successful attempt to make Rome's pre- 
tensions to infallibility appear in their real weakness and absurdity, 
would, I conceive, be especially useful at present. We live in extra- 
ordinary times. The English Church has, within these few years, 
furnished the world with many and sad instances of apostasy to Rome, 
Those of whom better things were once expected, have forsaken the 
guide of their youth, and have submitted themselves to the guidance 
of a stranger, whose chief recommendation in their eyes seems to 
have been her bold assumption of infallibility, and her gratuitous 
assertion that no communion which can possibly err is fit to be the 
director of a Christian’s faith. For this reason, I think an examina- 
tion of a favourite argument in favour of Roman infallibility will not 
be regarded as unseasonable. . I do not, however, mean to disprove 
this her claim in a positive way, by showing her to have changed, to. 


* In the first volume, just published, of the Posthumous Works of Dr. Chalmers, 
(p. 40,) is a e highly deserving of consideration as bearing on this most im- 
portant subject. ‘That instructed divine remarks, that the various particulars recorded 
in Scripture respecting the purchase by the patriarch Abraham of the field and cave 
of Machpelah, all serve “to confirm the doctrine that the progress in those days 
was from an original civilization down to barbarism—the civilization being coeval 
with the first and earliest revelations, or with Adam himself. A thorough attention 
to these early chapters of Genesis confirms our belief in this tenet—supported as it 
is by this very strong negative argument, that a nation was never known to emerge 
simultaneously and unaided from the savage state—the civilization thereof having 
always, as far as is known, originated in or been aided by a movement or in- 
fluence from without.” Aap 
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have erred formerly, and to be in error at present. Neither is it my 
present purpose, by a negative mode of reasoning; to invalidate the 
interpretation of texts and the other arguments upon which her pre- 
tensions lean for support. I shall confine myself to one point con- — 
nected with the question. But I feel, that if I can vanquish her 
there, I take from her a position in which she greatly relies, and from 
which she has done an infinity of mischief to the cause of truth and 
scriptural religion. ‘The argument with which I mean to grapple, is 
to the effect, that it is absolutely necessary that when God gave a 
Revelation he should make His church infallible, as well in the 
capacity of witness to its authenticity, as in that of interpreter of 
its contents. 
I shall consider the church, first, as an Expounder of Holy Writ. 
Romish controversialists maintain that a revelation from God is 
not a sufficient practical rule of faith, unless accompanied by an 
infallible interpreter. The Bible, say they, is of little use as a guide, 
because, without an unerring expositor, erroneous interpretations 
may be, and often have been, put upon it. We, on our side, are 
ready to acknowledge the necessity that there lies upon every Christian 
who can, to read the Bible with such helps as God has given us.* We 
readily grant that, without these helps, false interpretations may be, 
and have been, put upon the unerring Word of God. But we main- 
tain, that where these aids are honestly employed, the perusal of Holy 
Scripture is quite sufficient to protect a church from serious error, 
and to guide a Christian along the path of a good life to the home of 
a never-ending felicity; and we utterly deny the supposed necessity 
of the existence of an infallible interpretation of the Word of God. 
As in the days of Stillingfleet, so even in our own days, Romanists 
maintain, that it would be derogatory to the Almighty, and therefore 
impossible, for him to give a revelation, and authorize a clergy as its 
interpreters, and not withal make them infallible. Such an argument 
I have myself known put forward ; but no reply has been given, when 
reference has been made to the analogous case of the Old Testament 
and the Jewish Church. There, surely, was a revelation from God: 
there, surely, was a clergy and interpreters authorized by Him; and 
yet that clergy and those interpreters condemned Christ as an im- 
r. Their sentence, then, either was true and just, or else they 
failed in their interpretation of Scripture, and in their application of 
it to the most important question which could ever arise—namely, the 
testing of the claims of the Son of God, when he should make his 
appearance in the world. If it was not derogatory to God that he 
should leave the expounders of the Old Testament liable to error in 
a matter so momentous as this, what right has any one to represent it 


* “T exclude nothing that may tend to the right use of a man’s understanding in 
these things, whether it be the directions of Pastors, the decrees of Councils, the 
sense of the Primitive Church, or the care, industry, and sincerity of the inquirer; 
hat, sapposing all these, whether, by not believing the guides of the church infal- 
lible, the foundation of a person's faith can be nothing else bat a trembling quick- 
sand, only from the supposing an errability in the Guides of God’s Church,”—Stil- 
lingfleet's Answer, p. 97. London, 1674. 
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as incumbent upon him to supply us with an inspired expositor for | 


the New Testament ? 


_I may observe in passing, that it seems to me highly rash and pre- 7 


sumptuous for people to lay down rules for the Divine conduct: very 
presumptuous to say that God must have done this,, or that it would 
have been beneath his dignity to have done the other. When people 
have spent all their skill in proving that a certain line of conduct 
would have been highly derogatory to the Almighty ;—when they 
have succeeded in making the world look down upon and despise such 
a system of acting ;—their feelings will not be to be envied if they 
shall one day discover, that that mode of government which they have 
managed to render despicable, is the very one which it pleased the 
Omniscient all along to select as the rule of his own actions. What 
is morally evil, indeed, God cannot do; as to all else, our arguments, 
d priori, are proofs of nothing else but of our own presumption and 
ignorance.* 

Romanists argue, that because an infallible expositor of Scripture 
would be a surer guide than any other, God must therefore have 
blessed his church with infallibility as to the meaning of his Word, 
at least upon all points of importance. But, if we may argue that 
the authoritative teaching of the church must be infallible, because 
_ an infallible expositor of Scripture is more useful, or, at least, more 
_ Safe from mistake than any other, we may as well conclude that each 
parish priest is infallible, when he attempts to discover for himself, or 
explain to others, the authorized teaching of the church. An infal- 
lible exponent of the decrees of Trent would, no doubt, be what 
people would call more useful than one liable to error. So far, then, 
has our passion for optimism brought us. We have an infallible 
revelation from Heaven: we are not satisfied with this; we require, 
also, infallible decrees to expound it; and, further, we demand an 
infallible body of clergymen, that they may be secure from error 
when they profess to declare the authoritative decisions of the infal- 
lible church. . But, having made every Romish priest infallible, in his 
understanding for himself, and his unfolding to others, that interpreta- 
tion which God has assisted the church to put upon his revealed 
Word, optimism will not stop even here. There is still another step 
required. If there are some infallible setters-forth of the infallible 
church’s expositions of Holy Scripture, so may there well be supposed 
to be other teachers also pretending to be divinely-qualified interpreters. 
Such, in fact, do Romanists represent all other teachers to be. If, 
then, there are false interpreters as well as the genuine, how shall the 


* “Tt is to no pu to talk of the benefits that would come to the world by an 
Infallible Judge of Controversies, unless they first prove there is one. Bat we 
must not allow men to prove things fo be, mcrely because they think it fitting they 
should be ; for that is to make themselves wiser than Christ, and rather to tell him 
what he should have done, than prove what he hath done, * * * If he hath not 
done it, it is to no purpose to say, it is fit he should have done it; for that is to 
upbraid Christ with weakness, and not to end differences in his Church,”—Stilling- 

eet, p. 195.” —*“ Some have been so bold (sh2'l I say? or blasphemous) as to charge. 
our Lord with want of discretion in case he have not provided his Church with such 
an Infallible Judge.—Jbid., p. 115, 
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simple people know which to hear? Granted that there are infallible 
teachers on the one hand, and fallible ones on the other, how is an 
ignorant man to know which to choose? It is quite possible that | 
both might assume to be infallible, and that the simple inquirer might 
have been brought up under the instruction of the erroneous guides. 
If we are to have, as Romanists say, whatever is best, we must then 
have each hearer infallibly enabled to decide which are the infallible 
teachers, and which the impostors. 

And now, having brought the simple man into the Roman-catholic 
chapel, it might be supposed that every advantage was perfectly 
secured. Butthat would be a mistake. The priest sometimes speaks 
his own notions : sometimes the church’s decisions. But perhaps this | 
will be denied. Perhaps it will be pretended that he is, by an act of 
Divine interposition, kept from ever delivering his own private 
opinions; or else, which would be safer still, that he is secured from 
having any private opinions at all, except such as are certainly true. 
These hypotheses, however, are both too absurd to be thought of. 
Granting, then, that a priest may entertain erroneous private opinions, 
and may advance them in his sermons, how are the simple hearers to 
be most securely guarded against imbibing what is false in the dis- 
courses of one whom they have been taught to regard as infallible, 
when speaking ex cathedra? UHow is an ignorant man to know, 
beyond doubt, what part of the sermon is the church's, and, therefore, 
certainly true; and what the priest’s own, and, therefore, possibly 
false? As we are supposed to have whatever is best, the surest way, 
of course, is to make each hearer an infallible judge as to what part 
is the priest’s own, and therefore uncertain; and what part the 
church's, and therefore necessarily true. And as every hearer is to 
be infallible as to his selecting the authoritative parts, so must he 
also be equally infallible, that he may understand the meaning of 
those parts of the priest’s discourses wherein he is sure his teacher is 
speaking the mind of the infallible church. That a hearer may mis- 
take the meaning of words, even where the speaker is infallible, is 
plain from the history of our Lord's ministrations on earth. Let not 
Romanists, then, think that they have attained security by making the 
church unerring in its solemn decisions on points of doctrine; they 
é' must go farther. Each priest of the true church must be infallible ; 

and when this has been secured,—when every poor peasant has been 
infallibly taught how to find a true priest, and when each true priest, 
thus found, is as free from the possibility of giving erroneous instruc- 
tion as was Christ himself,—we have got no further than to place 
the hearers in the same position as were our Lord’s own hearers; 
—the one may misunderstand what he hears as much as the other 
did. Of course I do not deny that, humanly speaking, a learner 
would be less likely to err whose teacher was infallible. All I mean 
is, that he migAé err still ;—that God’s guidance and his own good 
dispositions would be still requisite. And what more is needed in 
any circumstances in which God may see fit to place us ? 

It is very easy to say, that of two systems God must have chosen 
th’s, because it is better than the other; but we may well ask, what 
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is meant by better? If in the case before us better mean the mode 
which gives greater security against error in the hearer,—may it not 
be answered, that there is a way more secure still: that of making 
each hearer infallibly safe from error as to the meaning of his teacher. 
This mode, though better in that sense of the word better, God did 
not adopt in the case of our Lord’s hearers. The same reason which 
may have decided against its being adopted in that case, may have 
decided also against making the church infallible in her decrees of 
doctrine and her expositions of Scripture. 

Again, it is easy to say, This mode is the best, because it leaves 
the hearer in less danger of error. But how know we, but that it 
pleased God to leave his church, in its various branches, liable to 
error, in order to make them humble and watchful, and dependent on 
the assistance of one another? Who will deny that our Lord could 
have always spoken to his hearers in such a way as it would have 
been impossible for them to misunderstand? But he did not do so. 
His meaning was mistaken both by his disciples and his opponents. 
In order to the right understanding of his lessons, the exercise of 
the moral qualities was necessary on the part of his hearers. Thus 
the truly devout understood sufficient of his meaning to guard them 
against rejecting him. Those who failed of this, came short of it 
through their own fault. Why may it not seem best to Divine 
Wisdom, that the case should be the same with churches also? God 
gives them his Word, and sufficient assistance to enable them to un- 
derstand it aright. ‘Those branches of the church which fail in the 
use of the light he has given, may fall into error, and vanish from 
the earth altogether. But, on the other hand, if it please God, he 
may order it so, that all the branches shall never combine in the 
assertion of any vitally erroneous doctrine, Thus the British churches, 
the Latin churches, the Greek, and the various Eastern churches may 
each be a check and an assistance to the others. This, however, is put 
only as a supposition; but still, even as such, it is fully as valid, and 
not more gratuitous, than that put forward by Romanists. 

But to retarn to the point from which we started. That God should 
give a revelation, and leave his church, which is to explain that re- 
velation, liable to error, is not more opposed to the optimism theory, 
than that Christ should preach, and yet not protect his hearers against 
the possibility of misconception. In both cases it is equally likely, 
that he should make safety from error depend upon the use of the 
means within our reach. 

I have now endeavoured to show the necessary and most absurd 
consequences of this @ priori argument in favour of Papal Infal- 
libility ;—allow me, Sir, briefly to go over the same ground again. 
The line of argument I am examining is anything but an antiquated 
one. Papists of the nineteenth century still assert that if God gives 
a revelation, it is to be certainly expected that He should make the 
divinely-commissioned interpreters of it infallible; that, otherwise, 
mistakes on the church’s part being possible, people might be actually 
led astray through their pious reverence for the Word of God. 
Further, that as people could not be perfectly sure that they had re- 


4 
} 
t= 
a* 
| 


3 
4 
| 


672 CORRESPONDENCE. 


cived the Divine revelation in its true sense, they could not be liable 
o condemnation for not yielding it an unhesitating submission. I can 
say, from my own experience, that, at the present day, the question 
is frequently argued us follows :—“ If God have given a revelation, 
he must have made its expounders infallible ; those expounders whom 
he has made infallible must be the clergy who claim infallibility ; all 
others disclaim it, and are therefore excluded by their own confession ;’ 
the Romish clergy alone pretend to it ; and therefore, if they are not 
the infallible expositors of the Bible, it has none such, and so is not 
a revelation at all: and in that case there is no book which has aright 
to take to itself that name.” It is quite possible that, amongst the 
many sad cases of lapse to Romanism which have occurred, the ma- 
jority may have transferred their allegiance to Rome for this especial 
reason—that she alone professes to supply her children with that cer- 
tainty as to the meaning of the Bible which they think to be so de- 
sirable. It is to be feared that it is too late now to reason with those 
who have already left our communion; but there may be some wa- 
verers, who have not yet closed their ears to what we have to say on 
our side. Upon them, then, I would urge the argument in the pre- 
ceding part of this letter. The Popish hypothesis runs thus :—God, 
having given us a revelation, must have secured us a right under- 
standing of it, by enabling his church to give infallible expositions of 
Christian doctrine in the decrees of councils, &c. Now, supposing 
that such decisions, expositions, catechisms, and creeds, were infal- 
lible—we have them placed on a level with Holy Scripture. We may 
say, that they are added to the Bible. But do we in this way 
get rid of all doubt? Certainly not. These decrees and decisions 
are themselves questionable as to their meaning; and, to the simple 
peasant, the great mass of them are far more difficult than many parts 
of the Bible. We have got, then, an infallible exposition of the meaning 
of the Word of God. But how is a poor man to come into contact with 
this infallible interpretation? or to understand it, if it were placed in his 
hands? We were already in possession of God’s unerring Word ; in 
order, however, to secure a man against all possibility of misunder- 
standing it,—which security, indeed, it is impossible, after all, to render 
available, except by making every individual infallible——but by way 
of attaining this consummation, another infallibility was to be placed 
between God’s Word and the man’s mind. That inerrant authority 
is the decisions of the church. So, then, the simple peasant, instead 
of the first infallible book (which is comparatively a small one) as 
his teacher, has now a multitude of others, of fearful size, to stand 
between him and it. But have we, even by this means, secured the 
ignorant learner from possible mistake? No: if he could err in his 
interpretation of God's own Word, how much more when he tries to 
read the church’s voluminous, obscure,—often, and that purposely, 
most ambiguous—determinations ¢ How, then, are we the better, 
when we have with all boldness, if not impiety, decided that God, 
having given a revelation, must have made his church infallible to 
explain it? How are we the better? Never a whit. These infal- 
lible decisions of the church, too, must be made known to the people, 
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aud their meaning correctly explained. But what if the speaking 
expositor of these decrees mistake their meaning? What if the 
priest have certain incorrect private opinions of his own? What if 
he mix such opinions with his expositions of the decisions of the 
church? Would it not be better that he also should be infallible ? 
Thus he could never mistake the church’s meaning ; he could never 
hold an erroneous private opinion ; or, if he did, he would be kept 
by some irresistible influence from inculcating it in his ministerial 
instructions, Surely this will be regarded as desirable ; and, according 
to the mode of reasoning in favour at Rome, if it be the mode most 
convenient, it must be the one adopted by the Almighty. Each in- 
dividual priest, then, is to be supposed an unerring expositor of the 
church’s infallible decrees. Every honest man, who decides that the 
church must be infallible because he conceives such an arrangement 
is the one best suited to a certain end, must, for the same reason, 
conclude every Popish guide or instructor infallible also. It is very 
comfortable, forsooth, to belong to a church which is infallible : how 
much more so, to be guided by a spiritual director, who is himself 
unerring also. No one, who goes on the principle—whatever man 
thinks best, God must have done—can stop without taking this position 
also. If the priest be liable to error, he may give his hearers false- 
hood instead of God’s truth; their sense of duty, then, may compel 
‘them to receive heresy ; as they can never know certainly whether 
what is taught is true or not, they can never be required implicitly 
to believe it. The case is plain, then. Every instructor of a congre- 
gation, or of an individual, must be an infallible expounder of the 
church’s infallible decisions as to the meaning of God’s Word. 

Let every one who has concluded that the church must be infallible, 
as a preservative against error, confess that, for the very same reason, 
each priest ought to be infallible also, He who will not admit that, 
for safety sake, every teacher should be infallible, is illogical if he 
decide that the church must, in order to attain the same end, be secure 
from error. Ifthe reason be sufficient to establish the one point, it 
must be strong enough for the other also. If it fail with the one, it 
must be powerless for the support of the other. He who was about 
to leave our church because it disclaimed infallibility for itself, ought 
to refuse to unite himself to Rome because she declines to assert it for 
her priests. Or, if the priests’ liability to error is not considered fatal 
to Rome’s pretensions, neither should the Church’s fallibility be 
deemed destructive to the claims of the communion to which we be- 
long. If the people’s safety from the possibility of mistake be the 
end which must be attained by every means, then the church's infal- 
libility in decreeing doctrine is not more necessary than the clergy’s 
infallibility in explaining it. If both are not secured, the end is not 
gained. If we fall short of that end, we have been guilty of impiety 
for nothing. We have dared to say that God must make his church 
infallible: and yet, for want of the infallibility of the living, speaking 
clergy, the inerrancy of the church is useless, as far as protecting each 
individual from error. 


But, suppose that Rome were willing to stretch a point to gain a 
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convert ;—supposing that, to meet this craving after inerrancy in the 
hearer’s*mind, she were to pretend that every Popish priest is infallible 
in his expositions of the church’s infallible decisions, and irresistibly | 
ae pe against entertaining any erroneous private opinions, or, at 
east, against introducing them into his instructions ;—supposing that 
Rome were to advance this pretence, in order to gain those who are 
longing for perfect certainty ; even after all this, such a one ought in 
consistency to ask something more. He ought to require that each 
hearer should be infallible, in order to prevent his misunderstanding 
the instructions of his teacher, Without this the hearer may be mis- 
taken—as he may put a wrong meaning upon Scripture, so may he 
upon the priest’s own words. A church infallible is nothing ; a priest 
infallible is no better; if the simple hearer must be absolutely pre- 
served from error, let him be made infallible himself. Nothing else 
will secure his freedom from possibility of mistake. If to gain this 
end, we dare to say that God must have done one thing, why not say 
that he must have done the other also? If, to avoid a certain danger, 
he must have made his church infallible ; for the same reason he must 
have made each priest, and finally every hearer also, infallible. Unless 
Rome promise this, she promises nothing to the purpose. If we are 
not to have perfect certainty, we may as well give up the church’s in- 
fallibility. Men have, as it were, forced it on the Almighty, for the 
sake of an end which we now see to be unattainable. 

Many a sanguine or silly person, who has lapsed to Rome, flatters 
himself that, when the priest teaches him, he certainly knows the will 
of God, because the church he has joined is infallible. Many a one 
purposing to go over to Rome, fully believes that such certainty is 
there in store for him. But let such persons know, that all this is a 
fiction. Unless every individual is infallible, he must use his own 
judgment, and the helps within his reach, to discover the meaning of 
his teacher's words. Similar industry must the teacher exercise to 
understand the church: and similar care and faithfulness have been 
always required on the part of the church, that she might fully com- 
prehend and interpret the Bible. The church may mistake: but if 
this makes the simple man liable to error, such must at any rate be 
the case, unless each priest, and every one of his hearers were blessed 
with infallibility also. 

I do not suppose that even Rome herself, in order to patch up her 
ideal of Divine faith, would presume to claim infallibility for every in- 
dividual in her communion. But, if she did, another question would 
immediately arise. If each hearer were infallible, what need would 
he have for an infallible church to interpret Scripture, or an infallible 
priest to make such interpretations known to him in sermons? But 
every hearer’s being infallible is of course an absurdity too monstrous 
to bear the light for a moment, so that perfection of folly need not be 
dwelt upon. 

To return, then, to the main point. One must only hope that, for the 
sake of consistency, people will acknowledge ¢hat to be unnecessary in 
the one case which they confess to be unnecessary in the other. Either 
such perfect certainty is necessary, as cannot be had without endowing 
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every individual with infallibility, or else the necessity for the infalli- 
bility which has so strenuously been maintained, must be given up as 
untenable. Why should it be deemed incredible for God to leave the 
several branches of his church liable to error? Why should it be 
taken for granted, that there may not be advantages connected with 
such an arrangement? We are told that it is most beneficial—nay, 
that it is necessary, that the church should be iucapable of error. 
But is not this almost proved to be false, by the' fact, that the church 
has been split into several separate portions, none of which teach ex- 
actly alike in all particulars, Romanists, indeed, will assert, that they 
alone believe aright ; and that all others are in error so far as they 
differ from her ; that the church cannot err; that Rome alone deserves 
the name of the church; that she has not erred; that the perfection 
of the Christian faith makes it necessary that the church should be 
protected from the possibility of mistake. But all this, it is evident, 
is mere assertion : and we have seen that the hypothesis, to be perfect, 
requires the inerrancy, not merely of the church, but also of each 
priest, and, finally, of each hearer. And, for the sake of this hypo- 
thesis, we are to grant that every other branch has necessarily erred, 
so far as it has differed from Rome. We are to shut our eyes to the 
possibility of God’s having left every separate portion of the church 
to stand or fall according to its own conduct. We are to forget that 
He has done so with many churches, once flourishing, now extin- 
guished. We are to acknowledge that all but one have erred; and 
we are gratuitously, and most irreverently, to maintain,that God, hav- 
ing given a revelation, must either have made his church, which inter- 
prets it incapable of error, or else that it is useless, 

So far I have endeavoured to show the unsoundness of the principle 
put forward by some Romanists, that, to secure to the hearer perfect 
certainty as to the meaning of the’ bible, God must, in consistency 
with his perfections, have made his church which interprets his Word, 
infallible. I have shown that the end has not been promised: and 
that we act presumptuously in deciding that all requisites to that end 
must be secured to us by God; also, that the means recommended 
would not secure the end desired ; and that that end requires other 
means, which all must allow do not exist. Having considered the 
church so far as an expositor of Holy Writ, and the Romish hypothesis, 
that God must have made her infallible as such, I purpose, in another 
letter, to consider her as a witness to Holy Scripture, and to examine 
the other Popish assumption, that, unless she be infallible as a witness 
to the authenticity of the Bible, we can found upon that Book and its 
contents no faith which can be valid or acceptable to God. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 


8S. E. 


4 
ya 
; 
4 
} 
4 
4 
3 
> 
| 
i 
* 


676 CORRESPONDENCE. 


DR. TODD IN REPLY TO NULLIUS. 


Sirx,—Nullius begins his communication in your number for Sep- 
tember, with the following assertion :— 


** The syllogism, of which Dr. Todd affirms that the middle term is not 
distributed, is as follows :—The community which possesses the distinctive 
notes and characteristic properties of the church, is no other than the church. 

** But the 144,000 possesses, &c. 

** Therefore, the 144,000 are no other than the church.” 


He adds :— 


“‘ I believe the mere process of drawing out the argument’ in a syllogistic 
form, will have been sufficient to prove, to the satisfaction even of Dr. Todd 
himself, that the conclusion is unassailable even upon this side.” 


I regret to say that I am not satisfied, nor do I consider the con- 
clusion unassailable even on the side where Nullius supposes it most 
invulnerable. For unless by * the distinctive notes and characteristic 
properties of the church’’ he means al/ such notes and _ properties, it 
will not follow that the syllogism, even as he states it, is conclusive. 

The foregoing syllogism, however, was not that to which I alluded, 
when I said that the argument of your correspondent laboured under 
the vice of a non-distributed middle.* 

That argument, as I understood it, was twofold. The first portion 
of it, which is not included in the foregoing syllogism, appeared to 
me vicious in point of reasoning, even though the truth of its premises 
were admitted. To the second portion, which Nullius has now thrown 
into the above syllogism, I made a different objection; for it seemed 
to me a petitio principii. 

I. The first portion of the argument was this:—The church of 
this present dispensation is called the first-fruits unto God: [in proof 
of which Nullius quotes St. James (i. 18.), and also alleges that the 
church was founded on the day of Pentecost, the day of first-fruits. ] 

But the 144,000 are also declared to be the first-fruits unto God, 
Rev. xiv. 4. 

Therefore the 144,000 are the church of this present dispensation. 

Here is a syllogism in the second figure, with two affirmative pre- 
mises, or, in other words, with a non-distributed middle term. 

The fallacy consists in this, that the church is called in Scripture a 
first-fruits in one sense, and the 144,000 are called a first-fruits in 

; another sense. 

1. The church is spoken of as a first-fruits by St. James, in refer- 
ence to the church of the apostolic age; he does not speak of the 
church of this present dispensation to the end of time; on the con- 
trary, he says, “ Of His own will begat He us,” speaking, of course, 


* See British Magazine for August, p. 161. 
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of himself and of those to whom his epistle was addressed, “ that we 
should be a kind of first-fruits of His creatures,’’* 

Again, the church, as Nullius thinks, was founded on the day of 
Pentecost, for the purpose of being pointed out to us “as the anti- 
typical and analogical new meat offering of the first-fruits of the day 
of Pentecost.” 

Here it is assumed that the church was founded on the day of 
Pentecost, although before that day the church had actually chosen 
an apostle into the place of the traitor Judas; and therefore, we may 
presume, must have been in existence, 

The 3000 souls who were added to the church on the preaching of 
St. Peter, on that Pentecost, were no doubt a remarkable antitype to 
the first-fruits offered on that day under the law, and may fairly be 
regarded, in the language of St. James, as a kind of first-fruits of 
God's creatures. 

But it does not at all follow that the whole church of this present 
dispensation, from the institution of the sacraments to the coming of 
the Lord, was, by the events of the first Christian Pentecost, pointed 
out to us as the first-fruits, and the only first-fruits intended by the 
Levitical type of the Pentecostal offerings. | 

And yet, on this slender foundation, Nullius has built the major 
premises of his syllogism, that the church of this present dispensation 


* Nullius talks of this ee of St. James, as if it were a new exposition 
of mine, and complains that I have not told him my “ authority” for so understand- 
ing the apostle. I understood the apostle so, because it seemed to me the plain and 
obvious meaning of his words; and it never occurred to me to produce authorities to 
a gentleman whose nom de guerre is “ Nullius addictus jurare in verba magistri.” 
Nevertheless, as he now asks for them, I have no other difficulty in producing autho- 
rities than that which arises from the necessity of confining this communication 
within some reasonable bounds. My first authority, then, is St. Paul; who appears 
to me to use the word dzapy)) any, Ao St. James does, when he calls Epenetus 
the first-fruits of Achaia unto Christ, (Rom. xvi. 5,) and the house of Stephanas the 
first-fruits of Achaia, (1 Cor. xvi. 15.) From which I am afraid Nullius will be 
compelled (unless he confesses the invalidity of his argument) to infer that Epenetus 
and the house of Stephanas are one and the same. Comp. also 1 Cor. xv. 20, 23. 
And St. Clement, in his Ist Epist. to the Corinthians, tells us that the apostles, when 
they preached the Word through cities and countries dedicated the first-fruits of 
their preaching (i. e., the persons first converted) and when they had proved them, 
ordained them bishops and deacons: ca@ioravoy rac dmapxac avray, Coxipacavrec 
rp Wvetpart, el¢ cai peddOvTwy mioreder. 42. 
might quote also many commentators who have taken the game view of the passage 
in St. James that I have done: Jo, Christ. Wolf, for example, (Cure Philolol. et 
Crit. in loc.) says “ admrdpxny, i. e., ut Scholiastes codicis Medic. a Priceo allatus 
interpretatur, mpwrouc Kai riyuwripouc, primos et precipuos, ideo scil. quod primi ex 
Judgis ad Christum erant conversi, atque adeo primitia messis largioris impos- 
terum expectande.” And Calmet (Comm. in loc.) “ Hebrwi quibus 8S. Jacobus 
scribebat, affluentius pre aliis quibasdam gratiw Spiritum receperant ; ipsi erant 
primitie fidelis Ecclesiz, et primi ad salutem vocati. Salus de Sion erat egressa, et 
verbum Domini de Jerusalem. Erant tanquam primogeniti, ac primi heredes 
familie Jesu Christi,” Or to take an example from a very different class of com- 
mentators, Mr. Thomas Scott in his popular Commentary says, “a kind of first- 
fruits of his creatures, more excellent and valuable than the rest of them, and as an 
earnest of a vastly larger increase from the Gentile world, in that and future ages.” 
For the use of the word dzrapy7), see also Suicer Thesaur, in voc. i, 422, 
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is the first-fruits unto God. Whereas all that can fairly be inferred 
from the scriptural authorities on which he relies, is, that the 3000 
converts of the day of Pentecost, and the Christians to whom the 
Epistle by St. James was addressed, were, as belonging to that first 
vintage of the earth, ‘‘a kind of first-fruits of God’s creatures.”* 

2. Again, the 144,000 are declared to be a first-fruits unto God, 
because they are, as I have said, the first-truits of that future harvest, 
which, as our Lord tells us, is the end of the world, and in which the 
reapers shall be the angels. | 

Whether or not I am right in the suggestion, that in verses 14—16 
of the 14th chapter of the Apocalypse is described the gathering of 
the elect, and in verses 17—20, the judgment of the damned, is a 
question which has nothing to do with the main point at issue. My 
conviction still remains,+ that no unprejudiced person could read the 
whole of that chapter and doubt that the 144,000 are called the first 
fruits in reference to the last and dreadful day of Christ, which appears 
to me to be there so distinctly and so expressly foretold. 

The appearance of the 144,000 described at the commencement of 
the chapter, is followed immediately by the angel, who proclaims that 
“the hour of God's judgment is come ;’’ the fall of Babylon; the pro- 
clamation of condemnation to the worshippers of the beast, and of the 
blessedness of the dead which die in the Lord. Then follows what I 
cannot but think (although I do by no means arrogate to myself any 
peculiar clearness of perception} ) to be a very distinct description of 
the great day of final judgment ; which is here represented under the 
imagery of a harvest reaped by angels, according to a figure already 
consecrated to the subject, by the prophecies of Joel, and of our Lord 
Himself. 


My reason for hinting that this great event was here described in 


* I must confess, too, that I do not very clearly understand what is meant by the 
assertion that the whole church of this present dispensation is a first-fruits unto 
God. Ifthe whole church, that is, the whole company of all that are, or have been, 
or ever shall be redeemed under this present dispensation, be the first-fruits, what 
is the harvest ? 

t British Magazine for Aug. 1847, p. 164. 

t I say this because Nullius sneers at my having said that the day of judgment is 
in this chapter distinctly described. He says, “ It is very probable that much which 
is very obscure to my perception, is very distinct to that of Dr. Todd.” I beg to 
assure him that although he writes anonymously, and therefore cannot expect to 
have the advantage which the respect due to his character would doubtless command 
from me if I were acquainted with his name, yet I had not the smallest intention of 
drawing a comparison between his powers of perception and my own, I only used 
the word distinct, because it did, and still does, appear to me, that the day of judg- 
ment is very distinctly described in the ge under discussion. 

I would rather pass over without notice sneers and insinuations of this kind, as 
tending more to irritate than convince; and therefore I say nothing to vindicate 
myself from the charge of being “a eg man sinking with fearful rapidity,” 
and “ catching eagerly at every straw,” &c. I shall only say, that my most honest 
endeavour in this discussion is, not to follow any hypothesis or to return sneer for 
sneer, but to attain to a knowledge of the truth, and to say only what I believe to be 
truth; and if I have inadvertently employed a phrase which can fairly lead Nullius 
to think me arrogant or presumptuous in discussing such sacred subjects, I would 
most earnestly apologize to him for it, and retract all such words as wholly misre- 
presenting my meaning. 
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its two several parts of mercy and of judgment, was because I thought 
the reaping described in verses 15, 16, to be parallel to what our Lord 
elsewhere has said of the gathering together of His elect, whilst the 
remainder of the prophecy in which the grapes of the earth are repre- 
sented as cast into “the great wine-press of the wrath of God,’ 
seemed to me very distinctly to describe the everlasting condemnation 
of the wicked. 

But this, as I have said, is of no importance to the point now at 
issue ; I shall not therefore follow Nullius into the discussion of it; 
let it be granted that in this I was wrong, and that the reaping as well 
as the wine-press, describes only judgment: still the main thing 
asserted remains unassailed—viz., that the 14th chapter of the Apoca- 
lypse describes the great day of final account; and therefore that the 
144,000 are said to be the first-fruits unto God, because they will be 
the first-fruits of the redeemed at His second coming, chosen from 
amongst the tribes of Israel, preserved by the seal of God in their 
foreheads from the great tribulation, and honoured by peculiar 
privileges. 

Thus it appears that your correspondent’s first argument, in the 
form in which I understood it, is vicious in the way I have pointed 
out, as having what is technically termed, a non-distributed middle 
term. 

- This fault might indeed be mended by stating the argument thus : 

“ Every community which is called a first-fruits unto God, must 
signify the church of this present dispensation. 

“ But the 144,000 are such a community. 

Therefore, &c.”’ 

But this only alters the objection which must be made to such 
reasoning : 

“Tncidit in Scyllam qui vult evitare Charybdim,” 
for here the major proposition is untrue; and obviously derives no 
support from the passage in St. James,* or from the supposition that 
the church was founded on the day of Pentecost. 

II. The second portion of your correspondent’s argument is that 
which he has now himself thrown into a syllogism. 1 did not how- 
ever object, as he imagines, to that syllogism, that the middle term 
was non-distributed: I objected that it begged the question. In 
other words, that its minor premiss was not proved. 

Its minor premiss is this: ~ 

«“ The 144,000 possess the distinctive notes and characteristic 

properties of the church,”— 

that is to say, of the church of this present dispensation: for no one 
denies that the 144,000 are an integral part of the church, and there- 
fore possess properties belonging only to the church. But the ques- 
tion is, whether by the 144,000 we are to understand the whole 
church of this present dispensation, from the preaching of St. Peter 
on the day of Pentecost, when, as Nullius says, it was founded, to the 
consummation of all things. 


* For St. James (even as Nullius understands him) only asserts that the church is 
a kind of drapyx7); not that every amapx) is the church. 
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_ Unless this be proved, nothing is proved to the purpose of theiargu- 
ment: and this | confess Nullius appears to me,to. bave,-assumed. 
For even though we were to set aside the circumstance. that,.the — 
144,000 are so expressly said to have been chosen from the tribes of 
Israel, even though we should admit that the new.song, and. other 
privileges of this favoured body, were no more. than the. privileges 
which belong to all integral portions of the church in all ages, this 
will only prove, after all, that the 144,000 are members of thechurch, 
a fact which is not denied. Deeds 

I have elsewhere stated my reasons for taking a different view.of this 
prophecy,* and I do not think it necessary to repeat them here.+ I shall 
therefore conclude by apologizing to you and to Nullius for allowing 
his letter in your September number to remain so long unnoticed. 
This was occasioned partly by my absence from home, and partly, by 
a great press of business, which could not be postponed, in which I 
have been unavoidably occupied since my return. oe 

I remain, Sir, your faithful servant, ie ok? 
Trinity College, Dublin, November 12, 1847. James H. Topp.t . 


ON THE INTERPRETATION OF 1 TIM. 1, 2. 


Sir,—I take the liberty of directing the attention of your readers to 
what I believe is an error, and I think an error not unimportant 
in the view now (so far as my experience goes) universally taken of 
the meaning of a passage (1 Tim. ii. 2,) in the writings of St. 
Paul. It seems generally now taken to mean, that Christians were 
to pray for kings, and for all that are in authority, in order that 
(in the language of Burkitt) they might “be secured in the quiet 
and peaceable possession of their civil rights,”—in the language of 
Albert Barnes, that the “hearts” of the kings might be so “inclined 
to what is right that they might protect (them) in the enjoyment 


* Discourses on the Apocalypse, p. 208, sq. British Magazine, (Aug. 1847,) 
161, 162, 

7" I shall only ask here, if the 144,000 are the whole church of this dispensation, 
who are the white-robed multitude whom no man can number? Are they a part 
of the church, i. e., a part of the 144,000? Or, are they a body different from the 
church? Again, who are the four beasts and the elders, before whom (see Rev. 
xiv, 3) the 144,000 sing the song which no man else could learn? Are they 
members of the church, and therefore also included in the 144,000? If so, did the 
144,000 sing the song before themselves? Or if the beasts and elders are not of 
the Church, how comes it that in their own song (Rev. v. 9, 10) they speak of 
themselves as redeemed from all nations of the earth? 

These considerations lead me to think that the 144,000 are not the church, but a 
peculiarly favoured portion of the church. 

t An apology is due to Dr. Todd for a ridiculous misprint in his ‘letter in the 
—— number, p. 531, where it is stated that the divinity students in the 

niversity of Dublin, daging. chats first year, “ attend the Lectures of Archbishop 
King and his assistants.” The blunder was too obvious to puzzle many of Dr. 
Todd's readers; but it may be as well to state, that the word “Lecturer” is 
omitted. The sentence should have ran thus: “ Daring the first year, the 
stadents in divinity attend the lectures of Archbishop King’s lecturer and his 
assistants,” &c,—Ep. 
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of religion.” And the same, I believe, (for it is some considerable 
_ ‘time’ the point,) is the view taken of the pas- 

‘sage by the Fathers of the fourth and fifth centuries. T particularl 
‘contemplate St. Chrysostom and St. Augustine. I am peieiluliid., 
however, that the interpretation is erroneous. ‘The meaning (I feel 
‘satisfied) is, that they should pray for kings and all that are in autho- 
rity, thus leading quiet and peaceable lives, (ijjebyiov, the opposite of 
those of agitators, of turbulent and factious persons,) in all godliness, 
evocEcig, as their religious principles required that they should,) and 
honesty (cepvdrnr:,) with the gravity and dignity of men governed by 
a'sense of eternal obligation, instead of yielding to the motives which, 
in the circumstances of the Christians of those times, might tempt 
them, sometimes, to lose sight of their civil relations and the duties 
which arose from them, sometimes to think only with a feeling of con- 
tempt or indignation of governors so blind and so malignant. The 
form of expression (iva) resembles that, (Philip. ii., veises 14,, 15,) 
“ Do all things without murmurings and disputings: that ye may be 
blameless and harmless, the sons of God, in the midst of a crooked and 
perverse generation.” It appears, accordingly, as ifthe view of the 
passage taken by the earlier Christian fathers, was the one which I 
am advocating. Polycarp, for instance, §. 12: Orate pro regibus, et 
potestatibus, et principibus, atque pro persequentibus et odientibus 
vos, et pro inimicis crucis ; ut fructus vester manifestus sit in omnibus, 
ut sitis in illo perfecti. So Ignatius, ad Smyrneeos :— 

Tag Opyac mpaeic . . orovddlovrec 
abrovc. cipnOdpev rH .. . . wdoyn dyveig cal ow- 

According to this interpretation of the passage, the motive suggested 
is a pure and elevated one, while a very inferior motive is suggested 
according to the common interpretation, a motive breathing little of 
the apostles nOoc and savouring little of his manner, 

NULLtus, 


M. N. D. IN REPLY TO NULLIUS. 


Rev. Sir,— After the extraordinary kind of reply which Nullius gave 
to my last, (evading altogether the arguments of most importance 
which I had advanced against his theory,) it seemed to me useless to 
pursue this controversy any further. I will, however, just observe that 
he is the first person I have yet met with who, in the interpretation of 
the Apocalypse, leaves out of the question the prophecies of Daniel, 
which, of all others, are most intimately connected with it, and most 
closely resemble it. I have given some reasons, which seem to me 
decisive, to show that the phrase “ time, times and a half,” in Daniel, 
must necessarily be understood of three literal years and a half. If 
Nullius denies that by the same phrase in St. John the same period is 
denoted, and that Daniel and St. John speak of the same events, I 
presume he is the first person who has held such an opinion, The 
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fact that the two do speak of the same events and period, and there- 
fore use this same remarkable plirase in the same sense, (which I have 
the general consent of interpreters in assuming as a fact,) still seems 
to me decidedly fatal to all figurative interpretations of the prophecy 
concerning the two witnesses, which endeavour to make it relate to 
events past or present, and to suppose with Nullius, that a phrase of 
such a particular character, and expressed in the three different forms 
of a time, times and a half, forty-two months, and 1260 days, is used 
to signify not a precise, definite period, but (in a vague and general 
manner) the whole of the present dispensation, is a notion so strange 
as to carry with it its own refutation. 

Nullius, while declining to say anything in reply to what I have 
written concerning Rev. vi., as compared with Matthew xxiv., (and 
which therefore, I must be permitted to say, still seems to me to show 
that the Apocalypse mainly relates to events yet to come—) states 
that I have not satisfied the claims which his argument, in respect to 
Ezekiel, xiv., as compared with Rev. vi., has upon me. I conceive 
that I have said, in a former letter, all that it was necessary for me to 
say upon that subject. I stated, I believe, that the comparison of 
these two passages of Scripture had already been made by other 
writers on the Apocalypse; and that there was nothing in Nullius’s 
argument that opposed what I believed the prophecy in Rev. vi. to re- 
late to; but that it tended to confirm my persuasion that the passage 
predicts the last judgments that will stand in immediate connexion 
with the times of Antichrist and the coming of the Lord. It is some- 
what singular, however, that Nullius should thus seek to “ discover in 
the light of the prophecies of Ezekiel what the language of the Apo- 
calypse must mean,” while he refuses to consider a similar argument 
from the prophecies of Daniel. 

As to what Nullius calls a catena of expositors from the fifth to the 
twelfth century in favour of his figurative method of interpretation, 
he will not, I presume, deny that a catena of far greater and more 
important names may readily be made of the fathers who understand 
the three years and a half literally, whose authority is of greater 
weight, both on this account, and because some of them lived nearer 
to the times of the Apostles than the fifth century, and so were more 


likely to have received a genuine tradition on the subject from the 
Apostles. 


I remain, Rev. Sir, very respectfully yours, | 
M. N. D. 


VICE v. VIRTUE, 


Str,—Perhaps it may not be deemed obtrusive if I venture to offer a 
few remarks on what I am sorry to find to be the evil—and the growing 
evil of our population, more especially in London. 

It must have been most soul-cheering to any benevolent heart to 
have heard how the late distress and famine in Ireland has been alle- 
viated by the generosity of the British Protestant public ; and more 
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especially to observe how the poor Irish—hitherto deluded by a band 
of blind and soul-destroying Romanists—are now beginning to find 
out who are their real friends,—who have pleaded their cause in the 
time of need,—and who have stood by, not unconcerned, but even en- 
deavouring to revive every latent feeling of hatred and opposition to 
the Protestant clergy, which otherwise their truly Christian spirit, as 
exhibited during the last eighteen months, could not but have failed to 
have utterly vanquished. Truth must and will rise above error; and 
although it may at present be but as the first dawn of light in this 
land of moral darkness, let us rejoice that it has dawned, and that it 
must progress, in spite of the bitterest opposition, and that sooner or 
later we may expect a glorious day. | 

Liberty ! liberty !—is the piteous cry of the soul-bound Irish poor, 
They feel their bondage to be grievous—too grievous any longer to be 
borne—and they struggle for release. ‘This the Romish priests- evi- 
dently see, and, lest their victims find out too soon by whom they are 
thus bound, they point them to England, telling them that the British 
are their oppressors, and that in every Englishman they behold their 
most bitter enemy. This is most palpably evident from the whole 
tenor of their conduct in relation to the late famine ; and it is with’ 
much skill and artifice that they are still pursuing their rueful plan 
with a diligence and assiduity worthy of a very different cause, 

But, sir, did it never strike you that one of Ireland’s, as well as 
England’s, greatest ills, is the intemperate use of intoxicating drinks ? 
Did none of your readers ever think what a vastly different state 
society would now be in, if men handled these liquors only as neces- 
saries, and not as superfluities ? Did none of them ever ponder the 
statement of Judge Erskine, that he never had a case brought before 
him but was either directly or indirectly connected with drunkenness ? 
Did none of the clergy ever think the vast amount of crime that would 
be prevented, the misery that the poor would be saved, the happiness 
that would be imparted to many a now desolate heart, if the clergy of 
our land would make a practice of countenancing every effort for the 
suppression of this vice? And again, did none of the clergy ever 
consider the amount of glory to Almighty God which would be 
reaped by the conversion of souls from the “ error of their ways,” if 
this monster evil of intemperance were of rare occurrence, or even of 
no more frequent occurrence than other crimes? Suppose such a 
case for a moment—what would it be productive of ? A race of sober 
Englishmen, their minds at liberty to think, their energies free to act, 
their consciences free to speak, not being drowned, as heretofore, by 
the intoxicating cup. Civilization would march boldly on, educa- 
tional measures from government would no longer be in any degree 
needful, for men would soon find out that to be wise was to be 
powerful, and that without knowledge they not only would be feeble 
indeed, but almost an age behind their fellow-creatures, And then 
the Sabbath—how would that be spent? Should we expect to see, 
as we do now, parties seeking their own pleasure rather than the wor- 
ship of the Most High? should we expect to witness then, as our 
eyes are offended at beholding — we proceed to the house of 
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God, the, staggering reel of the drunkard, or behold him lying’ like’ 
ess, corpse in our path?. Or may we not expect to 

see the house of God. filled with intelligent and sincere worshippers, 

seeking to, hear. and learn all the words of eternal life? Oh, y ‘ent the 

conscience would be awakened, men would feel they had a Soul, their 

Bibles, would, be sought, the sanctuary of the Lord would be their 


longing resort, and the language of their very soul would be, 


There my best friends, my kindred, dwell" 
“Phere God my Saviour reigns.” 


What a pleasing and contrasting picture this would present to the Sab- 


‘bath experience of the British public now: And does it not become 
Christians to strive for it? Does it not become our ministers to lend 


their aid to help forward such a glorious change? Were every 


clergyman in his own parish to countenance temperance proceedings, 


and use his endeavour to see all his parishioners sober and thinking 
men, instead of, as too many of them now are, besotted drunkards, 
how soon would England become in deed and in truth, a happy land ! 
» This is' the sole purpose of my now addressing you—to hint that if 
the clergy were to countenance as a body, and use their influence on 
behalf of the cause of temperance, doubtless the many evils which now 
seem to cleave so hard to us would be soon averted, and the English 
would soon be, in the noblest and highest sense, a free and enlightened 
ple. | 

That we should always have some poor, | doubt not, but their 
number would be very small, and the burden of them would be in- 
considerable; for their support would be by the mass—aided by the 
munificence of those who now are paupers on the generosity of others. 
- But one objection is very readily urged against the progress of 
temperance—viz., what is to become of our revenues from excise ? 
This is quite as easily and as readily answered by asking another. 
Must not that source of revenue be bad which proceeds from the 
article which most immediately ruins both the body and soul of thou- 
sands of our fellow-creatures every year? And again, would not the 
decrease in the consumption of spirituous liquors give rise to an in- 
crease in the consumption of other articles of food, and of commerce, 


too, and thus things would in a wary short time find their own equi- 
librium? 


But, sir, I fancy you will begin to think me trespassing too much 
on your space, by advocating such a subject in an ecclesiastical maga- 
zine, but it is by seeing each month the praiseworthy efforts of your 
pen to benefit the poor that induced me to thus address you, for, although 


it may not be for all, yet I believe the few hints I have thrown out, if 


attended to, would prove a panacea for most of the ills which afflict our 
race, 


But I have hitherto spoken indefinitely ; yet there is one class which 
I think more than the rest seems to call more loudly for help. I mean 
young men. How frequent—very frequent—are the instances of 
this. A young man leaves the bosom of his friends, and comes to 
London to improve in his profession; he is drawn in, he drinks, and 
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VICE v, VIRTUE. 
do, a few short years, at, the most, he returns just to take a last glimpse 
of tent he once loved so dearly, ere his eyes close on+thitigs mortal, — 
but, open to an awful immortality. His constitution isiprematurely 
worn out by excess of intemperate habits, and he, who might other- 
wise have been a bright star in the literary or scientific world, is gone 


uch cases must be known to every man of the least perception 
be of constant occurrence ; to say nothing of the cramped énergies, 
physically and mentally, of those who do not die so prematurely, but 
live only to experience to their last hour the painful consequences of 
youthful profligacy. 
- But T must now conclude, though I should like to have noticed tlie 
bitter woes and anguish which the dawn of such a blissful era—forcit 
would be an era—would save to otherwise disconsolate widows: and 
numerous fatherless children: and the disgraceful practices of prosti- 
tution, which are so prevalent in our day, that it is computed that an 
average amount of 15,0007. is annually squandered by them, and which 
not only engender the seeds of hate and reproach in many a hitherto 
_ united family, but bring numbers of our female population every year 
toa premature grave. And of this, too, drunkenness is the parent ; 
: for it is their repeated testimony that their horrid traffic could never 
~ be carried on were it not for the influence of ardent spirits... 
Should not these considerations, and many cthers which my unable 
pen has failed to notice, weigh with our clergy, and lead to the adop- 
tion of some settled plan in every parish throughout our land, for the 
discontinuance and suppression of this monster vice. 
.. The chief thing which has set my own mind at work on this subject, 
is reading a pamphlet which has lately been published, containing 
some very startling facts on this subject, from the most able pen of a 
writer in the British and Foreign Medical Review; any of ‘your 
readers would well be repaid their time were they to peruse it atten- 
tively. 
ping: sir, that these remarks may prove available for your maga- 
zine | : 
I am, Sir, your most obedient servant, © «9 . 
A ConsTantT Reaper.* 


Bayswater, November 2, 1847, 


‘ 


* The good intentions of the writer of the foregoing letter are manifest, and the | 
evils he laments but too obvious. But what y will he suggest ?—Ep, | 
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NOTICES AND REVIEWS, 


Roma Ruir. The Pillars of Rome broken: wherein all the several pleas for 
the Pope's authority in England, with all the material defences of them, as 
they have been urged by Romanists from the beginning of our Reformation to 
this day, are revised and answered. To which is subjoined, a Seasonable 
Alarm to all sorts of lishmen, against Popery, both from their oaths and 
their interests. By Fr. Fullwood, D.D., Archdeacon of Totness, in Devon. 
A new edition, revised by C. Hardwick, M.A., Fellow of Catharine Hall, 
Cambridge. Cambridge: Deighton. Parker, London. 8vo, pp. 334. 


Mr. Harpwick, in a preliminary advertisement, has stated his design 
in editing this work in the following terms :— | 


“ The object of the following reprint is to supply, on the subject of the 
papal jurisdiction, a well-digested text-book. Many persons who take aa in- 
terest in that question, are wholly precluded from historical investigation 
through their want of the necessary leisure; while others, by studying the 
controversy under one single aspect, or for the satisfaction of particular doubts, 
have frequently arrived at very partial conclusions. To both these classes a 
careful synopsis of the whole body of testimony will not fail to be of service ; 


and such a synopsis has been already provided in this Treatise of Archdeacon 


Fullwood. He would have ‘the difference clearly stated, and the arguments 
stripped of their cumber, and the controversy so reduced, that the world may 
perceive where we are; and that doubtful inquirers after truth and the safest 
religion may satisfy their consciences and fix their practice.’ 

*‘ On the three qualities of comprehension, perspicuity, and arrangement, 
are restéd his chief claims to consideration; nor can any one, in questions 
like the present, possess qualities more likely to obtain it. 

“ Should it appear, therefore, that the elaborate treatises of Jewel, Rainolds, 
Land, Morton, Bramhall, Twysden, Hammond, and Stillingfleet, have been 
faithfully reduced and methodized, the Church of England will have cause to 
welcome the reappearance of this portion of Fullwood’s writings, and to 


cherish anew the remembrance of one who can still, as in his lifetime, serve 


among the number of her champions.” 


It is most gratifying to witness the increasing facilities which are 
afforded to the members of our church of studying the writings of our 
standard divines. No work can be better timed than this, or better 
adapted to meet the particular wants of the present moment; while a 
careful perusal (and it deserves one) will prove it to be of permanent 
value and usefulness, so long as the pretensions of Rome are main- 
tained. The question of supremacy is every hour becoming more 
clearly felt to be the question on which the controversy between the 
two churches depends. We do not mean by this, that even if her 
pretensions to supremacy were formally and officially relinquished, 
there would remain nothing to prevent our communion with Rome. 
On the contrary, there are several doctrines and practices which, as 
long as they are taught and sanctioned by her laws and her ritual, must 
continue to exclude from her communion all who reverence the autho- 
rity of the Word of God, even supposing she were to abandon her 
claims to a monarchical right and jurisdiction over the churches of 
Christ. But what we do mean is, that, even if these objectionable 
tencts and practices were reformed by the present or any future Pope 
so loug as the Pope claims for himself a divine right to this universa 
monarchy over the Christian Church, it is wrong by any act of com 
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munion to sanction an assumption which is false and erroneous—cer- , 
tainly not less false and erroneous than any of the points objected to 
in the decrees of Trent, the creed of Pius LV., and the Romish ritual. 
Some persons seem to speak as if the invocation of saints and the com- 
munion in one kind were the only things that should keep them from 
joining the Church of Rome. It may well be doubted, whether one can 
reckon on persons who have reconciled themselves to everything else, 
persisting very long in their adhesion to our church on such grounds 
as these. Some few persons of strangely formed minds, and in pe- 
culiar circumstances, may continue schismatic within the church to the 
very last. But, taking the case of ordinary minds, if all which keeps 
them from leaving the church is their opinion as to half communion 
and saint worship, and of the English Church having natural claims 
and rights over their allegiance—if these be all which are left to bind 
them to us, the bond will snap asunder as tow at the touch of the 
blazing brand, when once an understanding already confused and mys- 
tified, and an imagination already impregnated with the poetry of 
Romanism, are surprised, and perplexed, and vanquished by the sophis- 
tries and falsifications of the arguments in favour of the supremacy. 
_ Suppose their objections were removed by a movement on the part 
of Rome; suppose that Rome were even to adopt for* these coun- 
tries the formularies and ritual of England as a totality—still it would 
be unsafe and wrong to reunite ourselves to her communion, as long as 
she perseveres in maintaining her pretensions to a right over our faith, 
our conscience, and our reason, which, if it have any real existence, 
would always make it competent to her, at any hour which might suit 
her policy, to recal the concessions, and re-impose on us, the errors and 
idolatries which she had fora timeabandoned. She can give the cup 
to the laity to-morrow if she pleases. Of what avail is this, if at the 
same time she asserts the right to take it away from them again? She 
has no right in the matter one way or other, No more right to alter 
the sacrament than to institute it. Her right is to dispense, to guard, 
to preserve,—as a minister and steward of the mysteries of Christ. 
She has no right either to create or to mutilate that which is the in- 
stitution of Christ himself. So long as she maintains this right, she 
maintains a falsehood—for it has no real existence—and an impiety, 
—for the very claim to possess such a right, is an assertion of supre 
macy over the Word of God. : 
But then, looking at the other side of the question, it is no less 
evident that if her claim be just, the mind which admits its justice 
cannot give entertainment to objections against particular doctrines 
and practices. And this, we doubt not, is an explanation of the 
greater number of the late defections to the Roman communion in 
this country. Let any one calmly consider the condition of mind in 
which a person must be, who has become accustomed to the use of 
the books of Romish devotion, which Dr. Pusey has been adapting for 
the use of the members of our church. Any one of them will explain 
our meaning. None more clearly than the one we have lately had 
oecasion to refer to, and to which we hope to return more fully here- 
after—the Paradise of the Christian Soul. What we maintain is, that 
a mind which has thus been trained to walk on the very verge of overt 
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apostasy to Rome, aud which has, by the use of these books, been 
imbued with many of her most unscriptural doctrines, is in the very 
highest degree unlikely to feel any lasting check or restraint from 
those two or three remaining opinions or scruples, call them what you 
will, which Dr, Pusey gives us to understand still keep him from 
leaving our communion, and by which, we doubt uot, he very 
strenuously labours to retain his followers also. A plausible appear 
on the right of Rome, as the mother and mistress of churehes, wil, 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, sweep away such cobweb dif- 
ficulties in a moment. The heart—the imagination—the habitual 
modes of religious thoughts and exercise—are all with Rome already. 
The main argument which seems to retain those members of this 
party who still linger among us—namely, that the English church has 
a claim, to violate which by actual separation from her communion 
involves the guilt of schism—this is an argumeut, which obviously 
cannot stand a moment if there be any justice in the Romish preten- 
sions to infallibility. And what we apprehend to have been proved 
by experience is, that minds in the state we have described are toa 
very great degree predisposed to receive, on very slender proofs, the 
claims of Rome—and that a very little will suffice at that stage to 
turn the seale, And the reason is, not merely because they have 
already been cast into the mould of Romanism, but because the Eng- 
lish Chureh,—which they are told by those who have Romanized their 
understanding and affections, has a claim and right to their obedience 
as their spiritual mother,—is not at all the Church of England in the 
ordinary sense of the word: it is not the church of our laws, our 
formularies, our liturgy, or our divines; what they cail the English 
Church is, in fact, a nonentity—a fiction—a thing purely of imagina- 
tion—something wholly unlike the Church of England through all 
its mutations, from the days of the Apostles to the present moment— 
a fantastical chimera, whose local habitation is to be found only in 
the imagination of their teacher. Of such an airy nothing, the 
claims cannot press very strongly on a mind prepared to give any 
attention to the advocates of a living and tangible authority. And 
such minds are prepared to do so. 

For it is impossible for a clever and plausible emissary of Rome to 
desire a more hopeful subject for his last approaches, than a person, 
on the one hand, with all the imaginative, and enthusiastic, and excit- 
able parts of his nature Romanized ready to his hands, and on the 
other, with all real and substantial loyalty and good faith to the Church 
of England weakened, if not eradicated. A clever Romanist can 
quickly succeed in convincing such a person, that the question now 
remaining for him to decide, is not between the claims of the Church 
of England and the Chureh of Rome to his obedience—but between 
the Church of Rome—which, at least, is a living, speaking, and ruling 
reality—and that ideal church and catholicity, which has no existence 
except in the individual teacher who is the present leader of his party. 
** You tell me,” such a man may fairly argue, “ your leader has taught 
you, that you cannot without sin renounce the authority of the church 
in which you were born, But what deference docs he pay to that 
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authority himself? Looking calmly into the real condition of your 
mind, have you any regard for that authority ? Js not your leader, in 
effect and to all practical purposes,—your church—and the only church 
to which his party yield any obedience. Does the Church of Eng- 
land, its formularies, or its prelates, recognise him as its organ and 
exponent and the living type of Catholicity and Anglicanism? Cer- 
tainly not. If so, the real point you are now to decide is this—not, 
whether you will obey the Church of England, for you do not obey it 
but whether it is safer to trust your salvation to the devout fancies 
of an amiable but self-will leader—or to the authority of the Roman 
chureb, with which even your leader has much closer sympathy than 
with apy other existing church.” It is not wonderful that such appeals 
should prove successful, 

Nor can a more effectual preparation for the advocates of Rome be 
imagined than to teach men that schism consists in formal separation. 
Schism,—the sin—the carnality of schism,—may never proceed to 
separation at all. But, whether it do or not, the siz consists in the 
unruliness of self-will which within the bosom of the chureh raises 
questions tending to strife, weakens moral obligations, confuses the dis- 
_tinctions between truth and error, fosters party spirit, undermines au- 
thorities, and in fact carves out a creed and forms a religion for itself 
and for its disciples. They who have taught men to go thus far, may 
never proceed to separation themselves; but assuredly they must 
labour under the most extraordinary infatuation that can well be 
imagined, if they think to keep their disciples from the formal acts of 
separation by warning against the guilt of schism. Their disciples 
have been schismatics long ago; and the master, who has made them 
what they are, will find, when the only existing bar to their final 
separation is the remains of his personal authority as their leader, that 
it is in vain for him to attempt to stop their career by the force of an 
authority over them, which he neither derives from the church he has 
instructed them to contemn, nor will accept from the church to which 
he has, whether intentionally or not, been the means of seducing their 
atfections. 

Such minds cannot resist the arguments of the advocate of the Papal 
Supremacy. And those arguments it is always important—and never 
so much so as at the present moment—that the clergy should examine 
and understand, and make themselves thoroughly masters of those works 
in which the illustrious champions of truth and of the independency of 
our national church have exposed the sophistry and dishonesty b 
which the partisans of Rome have laboured to bolster up a bad title 
and an unjust cause, 

A few years ago, many sensible persons in this country doubted the 
possibility of the Roman see ever venturing to revive its claims to 
jurisdiction in this country. The present pope is actually exercising 
a real jurisdiction in England, and one which, if the attempt be not 
resisted by Government, must lead to very serious consequences in- 
deed. The new creation of Romish bishops of English cities, is a 
direct attempt on the part of Rome to recover that jurisdiction in 
spite of the existing laws and constitution of England. Ina recent de- 
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bate on Mr. Anstey's motion for leave to bring in certain bills in favour 
of the Roman Catholics, Sir Robert Inglis is reported to have said :-— 

“Honourable members talked of the grievances of the Roman 
Catholics, but he took the opportunity of stating that the Church of 
Rome was on the aggressive in England, and he believed in every 
country in Europe, and he asked the Government to be prepared 
when this bill was brought in, to answer the question he should 
then put,—by what authority had the Church of Rome been per- | 
mitted to create independent dioceses and provinces within her 
Majesty's dominions, and whether there was any instance in which 
the Church of Rome had been permitted to exercise such authority 
in the dominions of any Roman Catholic prince in Europe? He 
believed that, although this proceeding of the Church of Rome had 
taken place beyond the boundaries of Europe, the principle upon 
which that Church had proceeded in the creation of bishoprics might 
be applied to this country or to France. He contended that the 
Church of Rome had not hitherto ventured to create a bishopric in 
any country without the consent of the sovereign power ; and he in- 
tended to ask the Government whether the consent of her Majesty, 
or her predecessors, had ever been given to the creation of indepen- 
dent bishoprics or dioceses in her Majesty’s dominions in other parts 
of the world.,”’ 

It is to be hoped that Sir Robert Inglis will persevere in asking this 
question, and that the attention of the public may be awakened to the 
danger of allowing the empire to be brought once more under the 
dominion—for such it will prove in the end to be—of a foreign prince. 
The following extract from a recent number of the Vadlet will show 
what importance Romanists attach to the creation by the pope of an 
Archbishopric of Westminster : 

«“ Now, at length, we are about to appear as a Church, complete in 
all her outward form and discipline. Now, at last, England is to have 
Christian bishops of her own; not separatists, however excellent and 
well-intentioned ; but bishops formed on the apostolic model, and en- 
lightened by the apostolic faith. May the appointment of the first 
Catholic archbishop who claims to rule an English city and to preside 
over an English prelacy, be the signal for the revival of ancient fer- 
vour, and ancient success in saving the souls of Englishmen.” 

Surely, if the pope can by his bull give any man a right to claim to 
rule an English city, he is the sovereign of England, and his beginning 
with Westminster itself, is, in fact, a trial more decisive of his right, 
than if he had begun with Canterbury. Will government, will the 
legislature, submit to such a direct assumption of the highest powers 
of the crown and parliament ? 

In Ireland, the question has lately been tried in a very remarkable 
manner. The Roman-catholic prelates assembled, and agreed to 
present an address to her Majesty's representative. They chose, 
however, to adopt on this occasion, a line of conduct which, however 
proper in persons who believe, or are resolved to maintain, that the 
pope is the real sovereign of these countries, would be extremely 
difficult to understand on any other supposition. Instead of ap- 
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proaching the Lord Lieutenant through Dr. Crolly or Dr. Murray, 
the titular archbishops of Armagh and Dublin, they selected Dr. Mac 
Hale to be their chairman and representative. Now Dr. Murray and 
Dr. Crolly have hitherto, we understand, had the discretion to conform 
to the law of the land, so far as to abstain from using as their signa- 
tures, the titles of the sees of Dublin and Armagh. Either of them 
would have signed the address in his own name. But Dr. Mac Hale 
has, with an obstinate determination to defy the laws, persisted in 
subscribing himself Archbishop of Tuam, though even the Roman- 
catholic lawyers are clear in their opinion, that his doing so is unlaw- 
ful, and subjects him to a penalty of 100/. every time he does it. Yet 
knowing this, the other bishops placed him in the chair, and as chair- 
man, his name is signed, at the foot of the address presented to Lord 
Clarendon, ‘John, Archbishop of Tuam.” This was as clearly a trial 
of strength—and, considering Dr. Mac Hale’s notoriety as a political 
agitator, not a very delicate one—as can be imagined, A copy of 
the address was sent up to the Lord Lieutenant some days before 
presentation, that his Excellency might prepare a written reply. 
That reply, excellent in many respects, has been laid before the 
public. But, strange to say, the Lord Lieutenant takes no notice of 
the gross insult to the authority, laws, and to Her Majesty herself, 
whose person his excellency represented on the occasion, in attaching 
to such a document a subscription which in itself constitutes at once 
a penal offence, a contempt of the law, the legislature, and the 
crown, and an assertion that a foreign jurisdiction is superior to 
them all. And, to make this more remarkable, Dr. Mac Hale formerly 
tried this experiment in signing a petition to the House of Commons, 
which was rejected by the House on that very account. 

These things are but the beginnings of much more serious 
attempts to restore the usurped jurisdiction of Rome, and those who 
now make light of them may live to discern their mistake and to 
regret it, when regret will be unavailing. At all events, we are 
forewarned. Let the reader consider the following extract from the 
same number of the Tablet, and judge for himself :— 

“For a long while past they have heard nothing in Rome but the 
noise of conversions; of congregations swelling beyond the capacity 
of the chapels; of the increase of Catholicity amongst us; of the 
proximate conversion of England, They have been occupied, of late 
years, with nothing less than multiplied designs for extending 
Catholic influence in England, and giving it a deeper hold upon the 
soil. It has been with the Pope and his councillors— 

“* As with a man busied about decrees; 

Holding Corioli in the name of Rome, 

Even like a fawning ‘Olena in the leash, 

To let him slip at will.’’ 
We had hoped to have given a detailed aceount of the work whose 
title and subject have suggested these reflections. It is a clear, read- 
able, and admirably-arranged text-book. We most strongly recom- 
mend it to our readers, both lay and clerical. Mr. Hardwicke has 
edited it with great care and judgment, and deserves our gratitude 
for his well-timed labours. — 
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Our readers, we are assured, will not imagine that we intend to 
discuss the question which, on the foundation of a newspaper 
report, has already created such excitement, and called forth 
such a variety of opinions. It seems desirable, however, to pre- 
serve for reference at a future period some of the documents that 
haye appeared. | 


The following letter is extracted from the Times of Saturday, 
Noy, 2Ist:— 

To nis Grace THE ArcHBIsHoP oF CaNnTERBURY.—My Lord,—I 
should not address you thus publicly did I not know for certain that 
the feeling and the wish which this letter will express are the feeling 
and wish of thousands in that church in which your Grace holds so 
pre-eminent a position. Nor should I address you without my name, 
were I not sure that the appearance of a mere individual name would 
do injustice to the large and wide extent of that feeling in the chureh 
which this letter will express. In such a case as the present, 1 am 
convinced your Grace will see that I am justified in doing both the 
one and the other ; and therefore I shall enter on the subject of this 
letter in the confidence, first, that your Grace will not pass over such 
an appeal because it comes before you in the public press ; secondly, 
that your Grace will not take offence at being thus addressed, or 
imagine for an instant that the writer presumes to dictate your duty, 
because he undertakes to express what a large body of feeling in the 
church is; and thirdly, that when your Grace has read it, you will 
not have read one word of needless reflection on that person whose 
religious opinions are the subject, and who, it is understood, is to be 
presented shortly to your Grace for episcopal consecration, or one 
claim advanced which is not quite a fair, equitable, and common sense 
one for any member of the English Church to make. 

In the first place, it is natural to state what is the simple fact,— 
viz., that Dr. Hampden will present himself to your Grace on that 
occasion, with an actual present University censure upon him. He 
will not come with a past censure, but with a present one. Of Dr. 
Hampden the University of Oxford now formally and officially 
asserts— 

“ Qui nunc professor est, scriptis suis publici juris factis ita res 
theologicas tractavit, ut in hac parte nullam ejus fiduciam habeat uni- 
versitas.”’ 

Whatever were the opinions which Dr. Hampden published, the 
fact that those opinions are contrary to the articles and formularies of 
the Church of England was decided, as far as a University could de- 
cide it, in the year 1836. That decision was expressed in a parti- 
cular censure ; and that censure is at this moment standing on the 
University books. Dr. Hampden never having retracted any of those 
published opinions, it stands before us a simple fact, that the Univer- 
sity is now expressly condemning certain opinions which Dr. Hampden 
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now holds. It is a fact that, in the year 1836, the English Church 
from One end of the country to the other condemned unofficially, and 
the University of Oxford condemned and condemns now officially, 
certain published opinions of Dr. Hampden. And it is a fact that 
Dr. Hampden now adheres to those published opinions. May I be 
permitted to call attention to the circumstance that what lam now 
stating is not matter of opinion, but matter of fact ? 

One circuinstance connected with the events of that time I cannot 
pass over, and yet I know not how to allude to it without appearing 
to do so significantly, and assuming what looks like an argumentative 
attitude towards your Grace. [allude to it for no such purpose, and 
yet allude to it I must, for it would be strange were I to pass it over. 
I refer to the sanction which your Grace then gave to those expres- 
sions of disapprobation ; a sanction which was then felt, and which 
has ever been remembered with gratitude. 

And here | might stop, and, without entering at all upon what Dr. 
Hampden’s opinions were, leave him the holder of opinions as a matter 
of fact condemned in the way mentioned, and ask whether a person 
now lying under a formal university censure should be admitted un- 
hesitatingly to Episcopal consecration, as if nothing at all had hap- 
pened, and as if his publications, and the censure upon them, had 
literally no existence. Let any one only place the case fairly before 
him,—the church’s unanimous, strong, earnest condemnation of Dr. 
Hampden’s published statements a few years ago, and the fact that he 
holds to all those statements now ; and I[ think it will appear to any 
one that there will be great difficulty in justifying the church, should 
she now adit him, without any withdrawal on his part, into her order 
of bishops. Either she was wrong in condemning his publications, or, 
if rightly condemned, she will be wrong in admitting him to the 
bishop's office. ‘To condemn him and to consecrate him both (un- 
less he has retracted) must involve a melancholy—a humiliating in- 
consistency. 

But as it is now perhaps some time since Dr. Hampden’s published 
statements have been looked into, it may not be amiss to put some of 
them again before our eyes; and, in addition to the fact of the cen- 
sure, recal some of the grounds of it. I need not say that to do this 
adequately would be almost to transcribe the whole volume of the 
Bampton lectures. 1 shall confine myself to a very few passages, and 
those principally taken from a smaller publication, “ Observations on 
Religious Dissent,” which give us an idea of some main features of Dr. 
Hampden’s theology. It is plainly impossible that Dr. Hampden can 
complain of such a proceeding, inasmuch as he still adheres to and 
maintains these statements. 

Dr. Hampden’s main view, then, asserted in these passages, is, that 
no “theological opinion” whatever is an essential part of the Christian 
faith; by “theological opinion’’ meaning everything proved from 
Seripture, as distinguished from being read in Scripture. What is 
‘read in” Scripture,—the text of Scripture,—* the facets of Serip- 
ture,’—are of necessary belief to the Christian; but everything be- 
-yond \this—that is to say, all definite doctrine whatever (for no definite 
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doctrine can be obtained without inference,) is to be regarded as 
neutral ground, in which one man may differ from another without 
any essential injury to his Christian faith. 


“ If all opinion, as such, is involuntary in its nature, it is only a 


fallacy to invest dissent in religion with the awe of the objects about 


which it is conversant. The awe of the sacred objects indeed imposes 
a fearful responsibility on every one in forming his own opinions; but 
it is no reason that others should depart from those principles, by which 
they would judge him in other subjects. They may guard against his 
supposed errors with more caution and accuracy on account of their 


importance ; but they must not wield against him the terrors of the in- 
visible world.”’—Observ. on Dissent, p. 5. 


The meaning of this passage is too obvious—viz., that opinion in 
theology stands exactly on the same ground with all other opinion, 
and that one or other theological opinion can no more be regarded as 
“requisite or necessary for salvation” than one or other opinion in 
science. On this principle the whole system of definite creeds or 
articles of faith is rejected as being external and irrelevant to the real 
essence and substance of Christianity :-— 


“In truth, I say, it ought not to exist. Theological opinion, as 
necessarily mixed up with speculative knowledge, ought not to be the 
bond of union of any Christian society, or a mark of discrimination 
between Christian and Christian.’’-—p. 121. 


He allows that this evil is too deeply established to be capable of 
immediate removal :— 


“To exclude theological opinion from religious profession—to en- 
deavour to sweep away the accumulation of ages—would be the vain 
attempt suddenly to change the face of the world.”—( Observ. p. 21.) 
“It might be supposed that the unsoundness of a metaphysical and 
logical theology being once fully admitted, the cumbrous machinery 
might be removed. . . . But such a result seems rather to be wished 
and prayed for by a sanguine piety, than reckoned upon in the humble 
calculations of a human experience.” —B. Z., p. 380. 


Still, he thinks that an enlightened Christian ought to wish and pray 
for the removal of this machinery of creeds, In the meantime he con- 
soles himself with some alleviating reflections on them :— 


“ This is the view I take, not only of our articles at large, but in 
particular of the.Nicene and Athanasian Creeds, as they stand in our 
Ritual or are adopted into our articles. If it be admitted that the 
notions in which their several expressions are founded are both unphi- 
losophical and unscriptural, it must be remembered that they do not 
impress those notions on the faith of the Christian as matters of affir- 
mative belief. They only use the terms of ancient theories of philo- 
sophy—theories current in the schools at the time when they were 
written—to exclude others more obviously injurious to the simplicity 
of the faith. The speculative language of those creeds, it should be 
observed, was admitted into the Church of England, as established by 
the Reformers, before the period when the genius of Bacon exposed 
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the emptiness of the system which the schools had palmed upon the 


php the only instrument for the discovery of all truth."—B. Z., 
p. 378. 


He suggests, at the same time, the expediency of making consider- 
able alterations in our articles, upon the Baconian principle :— 


“Let members of our church search and see whether their sincere 
zeal for the religion of Christ may not have been, unconsciously to 
themselves, transferred to the defence of human expositions of Scrip- 
ture. But this question resolves itself into the still higher one,— 
Whether our articles, in the present state of theological opinion, ought to 
remain exactly where they are; or whether improvements might not be 
made in them, commensurate with the advances made in other scientific 
methods, and calculated to embrace a wider extent of Christian profes- 
sion without any real sacrifice of Christian truth.”—Odserv., p. 42, 


The passages illustrate and give us some idea of Dr. Hampden’s 
general Canon respecting Christian belief; the separation, viz., of 
“‘ theological opinion ”’ from “ religion ;” the exclusion of deductions 
from Scripture from being necessary Scripture faith. But it will be 
an additional illustration of this Canon or principle, to give a speci- 
men, and mention a particular doctrine which, in Dr. Hampden’s 
view, is an instance of “a theological opinion,” as distinguished from 
‘‘religion,’’ or necessary Christian faith. I almost fear to say it,— 
the doctrine of the Divinity of our Lord Jesus Christ is, in Dr. 


Hampden’s view, such an instance. I will give the passage at 
length :— 


“ From the above observations we may perceive a necessary dis- 
tinction (which, however, has been plainly lost sight of in practice) 
between religion and theological opinion. Religion consists of those 
truths which are simply contained in Divine revelation, with the 
affections, dispositions, and actions suggested by them. Theological 
opinion is the various result of the necessary action of our minds on 
the truths made known to us by the Divine Word. I say, necessary 
action of our minds, because, as I observe, it seems practically impos- 
sible to check the tendency of the mind to speculate on such subjects, 
however theoretically unsound such speculation may be, 


«‘ But the distinction has been lost sight of in practice? In religion, 
properly so called, few Christians, if any—I speak, of course, of pious 
minds—really differ. All acknowledge, with nearly unanimous assent, 
I believe, the great original facts of the Bible. They may not be 
conscious, perhaps, that they do so far agree, and the reason of this 
is clear, viz., that they judge of their religion from their theological 
opinions, and reflect back on the one simple invariable truth of God 
the various lights of some speculative system of doctrines, the mere 
conclusions of their own reason. J would take the extreme case of the 
Unitarians. And I would say to them,‘ Why do you take such pains 
to convince the world that you do not agree with the mass of professing 
Christians in believing in the same sense, ‘ One Lord, one faith, one 
baptism, one God and Father of all? Is it not that you identify your 
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iin with your dogmas, that you transfer the natural. 
truth, and depart from your brethren in the fuith, because they will-not 
assent to your metaphysical conclusions?’ For when look, atthe 
reception by the Unitarians both of the Old and New: Testament, 4: 
cannot, for my part, strongly as [ dislike their theology, deny to those 
who acknowledge this basis of Divine fact the name of Christians. 
love Christ in sincerity ?” to vieve 

am unable, after the most serious attention, to this’ 
passage in any other meaning, than as maintaining that a class of! 
religionists who do not believe in the Divinity of our Lord, have,’ 
nevertheless, the essential Christian faith. The writer commences 
with the use of a particular term for expressing ‘essential’ Christiat’ 
faith, as distinguished from unessential; he calls it “religion.” “ Re» 
ligion,” as essential Christian faith, is distinguished from “ theological 
opinion,”’ which is non-essential. He then alludes generally to ‘bodies — 
of Christians who, as “ believing in the great original facts of ‘the — 
Bible,” have this “ religion,” or essential Christian faith, but hold ‘it’ 
in undue subordination to certain theological “opinions,” “specula- 
tive doctrines, conclusions of their own reason.’’ Among the rest, hie’ 
instances in particular the Unitarians as being guilty of this offence, 
viz., as, inasmuch as “ they hold the basis of Divine facts,” having 
“ religion,” or essential Christian faith ; but holding it in undue sab- | 
ordination to a certain theological opinion, “ dogma,” “ metaphysical 
conclusion,” respecting the nature of our Lord. They “ identify their 
religion with their dogmas,” and dissent from their brethren in the fuith — 
out of an undue deference to this particular “metaphysical conelu-— 
sion.” The meaning is too clear. There is a “ religion,” or essential 
faith, which the Unitarian and Trinitarian have in common ; but to this 
essential faith, which both hold, each has a « theological opinion ” 
appended ; one, a theological opinion in favour of, the other a theolo- © 
gical opinion against, the divinity of our Lord. Tt follows that Dr. 
Hampden separates the essential Christian faith from the doctrine of — 
our Lord’s divinity ; and reduces that doctrine to the position of an 
unessential theological opinion. 

And now to bring this letter to a conclusion. It is, I trust, unne- 
cessary to point out (even putting aside the recorded judgment of 
the University, and commencing ab initio again) the plain contradic- _ 
tion of these theological views to the formularies of our Church. 
How any one who asserts that “it is a fallacy to invest dissent in 
religion with the awe of the objects about which it is conversant,” or 
to “wield against theological errors the terrors of the invisible 
world,” can believe in the Athanasian creed, I do not understand, — 
As little can I understand how any one who asserts that no theolo- 
gical opinion, ¢. e., nothing “ proved from’’ Scripture, as distinguished 
from being read therein, is necessary faith, can believe either in that 
creed or in the Gth Article, which says that “whatsoever is not read 
therein or may be proved thereby is not to be required of any man as 
‘an article of the faith ;"—a sentence which is absolute nonsense if 
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theng-isnothing thus “proved thereby" whieh may be thus required, 
attempts in Vain to recdnéilé his assertion to the. 
article,» The latter necessarily implies’ that something proved out 
Setiptare, as distinguished from being simply read therein, may be_ 
atticles:of ‘thé faith; and Dr. Hampden deniés that they can be. | 

»But,:wherever the particular fegal point of collision may be, here 
is a'whole system of theological teaching as contrary to the whole. | 
teaching-of the Church as can be imagined; a system which violates | 
every principle of religious faith and feeling in which the number of | 
the English Church has been brought up, which nullifies all definite 
doctrines whatever as mere secondary, unessential opinions, the doe-— 
trine, of the \divinity of our Lord being one of these. For these © 
statements Dr. Hampden was condemned by the University in 1836; 
for these statements that censure still continues. Dr. Hampden now 
(atleast, his.retraction is quite recent, and unknown if there is one) 
adheres openly and publicly to these statements ; and is it really trae 
that in.a.few days’ time he is to be consecrated a Bishop of our 
Church, without a word being said, or the withdrawal of a single 
statement being asked for ? Are the religious feelings of all believers in 
the doctrines of our Church, and all past and all present condemnation 
of Dr. Hampden's writings, to be totally disregarded, and considered ! 
non-existent? And is the Chureh of England to be exhibited in an 
aspect of such humiliating, depressing, saddening inconsistency, and 
the enemy to be allowed to remark how easily and quietly she says 
and unsays? | 

I cannot believe it. Surely it will be thought proper that members 
of our Church should have some satisfaction given them on this — ) 
subject. 

I have stated, as far as these limits allow me, what, as far az I can 
see, the general feeling in the Church with respect to Dr. Hampden 
is. Permit me, my Lord, simply to add that many, many more than 
perhaps your Grace's lofty position enable you to realize, are looking 
anxiously to you; and pray that your Grace will be enabled to ward 
off that great evil—ScanDAL, and provide ne guid detrimenti capiat 
Ecclesia, 

Iam, my Lord, your Grace’s most obedient humble servant, 
PREsBYTER. 


Some remarks on this letter appeared a few days after, in a ) 
letter which we reprint from the same newspaper. 


To the Editor of the Times. 


Sir,—lIn the case of Dr. Hampden it is highly desirable, as well - 
for the satisfaction of churchmen as for the welfare of the church, — 
that any points admitting of doubt should be cleared up, and more / 
especially that if any unjust or erroneous notions are abroad of his ! 
opinions, they should, as far as possible, be corrected. With this» ~ 
view I am led to address you in consequence of the letter of * Pres-~ 
byter,” in The Times of Saturday,.in which I think some points ares’ 
unfairly stated, some passages incorrectly or partially quoted; and © 

Von. XXXII.—December, 1847. 38 
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some erroneous inferences drawn from past events, or from Dr, Hamp- 
__den’s writings. | 

The condemnation of Dr. Hampden by the University of Oxford 

in 1836 (which was by a majority of 474 to 91) is dwelt upon by 

_“ Presbyter”’ in the early part of his letter, and gradually amplified 
_as he proceeds, till about midway he styles it “the church’s unani- 
mous, strong, earnest condemnation of Dr. Hampden’s public state- 
ments.” . I demur to this representation, because, in the first place, 
the expression of opinion was at that time very limited ; and in the. 
second place, because it is an undoubted fact that a vast number of 
the Professor's opponents acted from a wish to protest against the 
Whig government, which at that time appeared hostile to the church, 
rather than from a sincere and well-grounded disapproval of the tenets 
of the individual appointed. But may I be allowed to ask “ Pres- 
byter’’ whether or not he really thinks that the same sentence would 
be passed at the present day? I trow not. Men’s eyes have been 
opened ; and now that Dr. Hampden is better known, and the politics 
of the day might allow him a more dispassionate trial, he would fare 
very differently in a similar contest. 

It is again urged, that the Professor having held unsound views, 
has never retracted them. But this is returning to the main points 
atissue. Dr. Hampden has throughout maintained that he had nothing 
to retract. But he has not remained superciliously silent. He has 
taken every opportunity afforded him, in sermons and lectures, of 
propoundihg his sentiments and explaining his writings in a clear and 
satisfactory manner. And if any doubt could exist on this head, let 
the able “ Introduction ” to the second edition of his Bampton Lec- 

_ tures, published after his condemnation, testify to the clearness and 
soundness of his views on those very doctrines, an alleged departure 
from which was the ground of his censure. 

I think Dr. Hampden might fairly complain that “ Presbyter ” has 
adopted a mode of quotation by which a man may be represented as 
saying directly the reverse of what it was his intention to advance. It 
is never safe, for obvious reasons, to judge of any views or system 
from a portion or fragments selected at random, “ Presbyter,’’ how- 
ever, has not only done this, but in several cases he has so transposed 
extracts from the same page as to make them appear to bear upon 
one another in a manner never intended ; while, in other cases, he has. 
omitted explanatory clauses, or stopped short in a paragraph, before 
arriving at its logical developement. If you will kindly permit me, 
I will insert a quotation from the Bampton Lectures, from which | 
think your readers will agree with me in considering the fragments 
detached by ‘*Presbyter” as a very unfair representation of the scope 
of the argument. I will give the passage as it stands in the original 
work, marking (in italics) the portions quoted by “ Presbyter.”’ 

«It appears to me, then, that the occasion for articles will probably 
never cease. Were the realism of the human mind a transient phe- 
nomenon, peculiar to one age, or one species of philosophy, and not, 
as is the fact, an instinctive propensity of our intellectual nature, then 


it might be supposed, that the unsoundness of a metaphysical and logical 
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“theology being once fully admitted, the cumbrous inachinery might’ be 
removed, and the sacred truth allowed to stand forth to siete ii its 
own attractive simplicity. But such a result seems rather to be wished, 
and prayed for, by a sanguine piety, than reckoned upon in the huim- 
bling caiculations of human experience. In the meantime, it were 
well to retain, amidst all its confessed imperfections, a system of tech- 
nical theology, by which we are guarded, in some measure, from the 
exorbitance of theoretic enthusiasm. It would be a rashness of pious 
feeling that would at once so confide in itself as to throw down the 
walls and embankments which the more vigilant fears of our prede- 
cessors have reared around the city of God. In the present state of 
things, such a zeal for the faith would look more like the ostenta- 
tiousness of Spartan courage than the modest discipline of the soldiers 
of Christ, trusting in his arm for success, and yet availing themselves 
of all natural means of strength which their reason points out,”— 
B. L., pp. 380, 381. 

Surely, the context of the extracts above distinguished presents a 
very different appearance to that which might have been expected by 
one who had only noticed the fragments in the letter of “* Presbyter.” 
But I must not occupy more of your space on this head; nor, again, 
is it my intention to enter at any length into the controversial ques- 
tions raised now or formerly in connexion with the name of Dr. 
Hampden. I may be allowed, however, to call in question some of 
the inferences deduced from the Professor’s writings, to which I will 
refer as briefly as possible. 

It is affirmed that Dr. Hampden distinguishes theology from religion, 
and denies the claim of the former to the reverence due to sacred ob- 
jects. He does indeed distinguish them, and so do we all. But it is 
not true that he treats the former with contempt; he distinguishes 
between theological opinion and theological truth, or, to use his own 
words, religious truth. The difference is simply that between specu- 
lation and revelation—between realities and the operations of our 
minds—between the earthly expressions of a human system and the 
immutable verities of divine truth, This he explains over and over 
again in his “ Observations,” in his “ Introduction,’ and in the Lec- 
tures themselves, as well as in his later works, Besides which, he 
nowhere urges the separation of “theological opinion” from “ re- 
ligion ” as a practical matter, but dwells on the imperfection of the 
present state of things, above which he desires the mind of the theo- 
logian to rise. ‘ Presbyter” gives a long quotation, as specifying a 
particular doctrine which, he says, “in Dr. Hampden’s view, is an 
instance of ‘a theological opinion,’ as distinguished from ‘ religion,’ 
or necessary Christian faith ;” and adds, somewhat ungenerously, “ I 
almost fear to say it—the doctrine of the divinity of our Lord Jesus 
Christ is, in Dr. Hampden’s view, such an instance.” Now, in the 
passage quoted, there is no direct reference to that doctrine atall, He 
is there discussing the case of the Socinians, to show that they are at 
least as much enslaved to “ theological opinions” as Trinitarians ; and 
so he distinctly explains himself within a few lines after the place at 
which the above-named nates. But I fear the com- 
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mon, though mistaken, conclusion attempted to be deduced from the 
whole matter is, that Hampden himself has a leaning to Socinianiam: 
No one, however, can, in my opinion, read even a portion only of his 
works (if those portions are taken as they stand) without being con- 
vineed'that’Dr. Hampden's views are most consistent and decided, 
and that they are on the church side of the controverted points. And 
he urges the distinction between “ theological dogmatism”’ and “'re+ 
ligious ‘belief,’ as confirmatory of the positions which ‘are taken up 
in the articles of ourchurch. The following passage (B. Z., p. 149) 
is worth transcribing :—“ The only catholic truth ‘is the’ seriptaral 
fact.‘ Let us hold fast the scriptural fact in its depth and breadth— 
in nothing extenuating, in-nothing abridging it; and we can neither 
be: Sabellians, nor Tritheists, nor Socinians.” ron OF 

word in conclusion may be necessary with to the word 
“facet” just alluded to. “ Presbyter” dwells on Dr. Hampden’s use 
of it, and seems to introduce it into the controversy as if it were em- 
ployed by him in its common and popular sense, though the Professor 
remonstrates against it being so interpreted, and claims the authority 
of Bishop Butler for the use he makes of the word. By “ facts” he 
means undoubted and absolute “ realities,” whether events or doc- 
trines—scriptural verities, including revelations and precepts, as well 
as the incidents and occurrences related to have taken place. I 
will, however, in elucidation of this point, quote an important passage 
from the “Introduction” to the Bampton Lectures, which will, 
think, put the matter in its proper light :— 


“Tn pursuing my inquiry, I have been led to speak of the truths of 
religion as facts. To persons who have thoroughly entered into the 
spirits of the inductive philosophy, it would be unnecessary to explain 
what I mean by this term. Such persons would know that this term 
is not to be restricted to mere events or occurrences, or what may be 
called historical or singular facts, but denotes, as I have elsewhere 
said (Inaugural Lecture.—Note), whatever is—universal as well as 
particular truths, whether founded on experience or on the authorit 
of Divine revelation ; and that it is opposed to theory or hypothesis. 
Thus the divinity of our Lord is a fact: His consubstantiality with 
the Father and the Holy Spirit, His atonement, His mediation, His 
distinct personality, His perpetual presence with His Church, His 
future advent to judge the world, the communion of saints, the cor- 
ruption of our nature, the efficacy of Divine grace, the acceptableness 
of works wrought through faith, the necessity of repentance, though 
stated in abstract terms, are all facts in God's spiritual kingdom re- 
vealed to us through Christ. So, I might proceed to enumerate, one 
after the other, all the Christian verities.”-—(“ Introduction,” p. 24.) 


With this significant extract I beg to close this somewhat extended 
and remain, 

Sir, your most obedient servant, 


a.t wllidad letter from Presbyter has since appeared ; but we 
‘Hot space for it this month, as it seems desirable just now 
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toilay:before our readers the following editorial article from the 
Knghsh Churchman of last Thursday, on which’ it will-not be 
thought necessary for us to make’ any observations. 


pda, this place, at least, we are saved.a world of troubleiand writing 
in the Hampden case. We are not called upon to proye, our readers 
want no elaborate argument to be convinced, that this unhappy 
person is.a heretic. . It is just as well known that he is a heretic as 
‘that Arius, was; his heresy is known; it is a matter of history ; it is 
flagrant and patent... He has been branded. He has been tried.and 
convicted, He has been twice formally and emphatically condemned, 
solemnly and distinctly, by a great Theological Tribunal. There is 
no more occasion to go into that matter, than there.is to. vindieate 
the Nicene decisions; and yet, this very fact, that Dr. | Hampden's 
case is. an old one, that the proceedings are registered, the, proposi- 
tions extracted and condemned, makes some people feel the less 
interest.in the case. The contrary ought to be the result, This 
appointment is as though ove of the old leaders of heresy who have 
left a spotted name behind—a Sabellius or an Eutyehes—were 
revived and thrust upon an English throne. The very) fact that 
Hampden’s heresy is already historical, makes his appointment the 
more, revolting. 
And what a heresy it is; not a refined speculation, arising, perhaps, 
from the exaggeration of a misunderstood Catholic verity, like some 
of those of old time, but the very aggregate of all heresies. The 
distinct assertion that all heresy is impossible, because all doctrine is 
but a mode of “involuntary opinion.” Even, the dogmatism of 
negation is too positive for the Oxford Professor; he blames the 
Socivian for exacting belief to the statement “ that Jesus is not the 
Son of God.” All “speculative dogmas and conclusions,” he pro- 
scribes, with impartial justice. This is the feature of Hampden’s 
heterodoxy, that it is quite sui generis. It is the first time that this 
“ theologizing” came into contact with a mitre. What we understand 
of ancient heresy is, that it always held something positive and 
stifly: Arius boldly claimed to be exclusively right—his was the 
Catholic faith—his was the creed—his opponents were Athanasians ; 
and, in modern times, Clarke was an heretic, but he contended for a 
very definite rigid view of the Trivitarian doctrine; Whiston was a 
heretic, but it was of a positive dogmatic kind; even Belsham and 
Lindsey have battled stoutly for some sort of belief, But that all 
tests, all creeds, all articles, all symbols, all professions of faith are 
alike dangerous, even Czerski has not openly proclaimed, 
And as to former exceptionable Bishops ia the Church of England, 
there have been some Puritans and some Calvinists, and there are 
some who explain away Baptism, and some who hold loose and low 
views about very high and awful subjects, but we do not remember — 
that even Hoadley, the very woist of them, committed himself to any 
blasphemous words about the faith in the Holy Trinity. He was ‘Held 
back, from denying that doctrine at least, And as to, Tillotsen’s 
miserable saying about the Athanasian Creed, it was an obiter dictum, 
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said, perhaps, in petulance, and only resting upon oral authority. Be 
‘some of the Bishops of the English Church what they may have been, 
all their low views and quasi-heretical writings, all their Calvinizing 
and ultra-Protestantizing, all their weakness and vacillation put toge- 
ther, do not amount in real danger to the cool hard-hearted syste- 
matic reasoning, to the positive argument, to the definite principles, 
which Dr. Hampden has once, and again, advanced, not only against 
the Church of England belief, but against any Faith—against the . 
very principle of unbelief in mystery and dogma of any sort. 

Hence is the tremendous danger of the appointment; hence the 
need of the whole Church protesting. For once there might be—as 
indeed in 1836 there was—a complete rise of the Church against it. 
This is no question of Tractarianism. The best of the so-called 
Evangelicals would have protested, as the best of their representa- 
tives and successors have protested against it. The Vice-Principal 
of St. Edmund Hall is, in this matter only, the legitimate follower of 
Romaine and Newton. Such men as these—Wesley and the like— 
held the doctrine of the Trinity as dear as their heart’s blood. Who 
should say that Whitgift, and Abbott, and Reynolds—nay, that 
Baxter and Owen—would not have stopped their ears at the teaching 
of a Hampden? Calvin burned Serveius for less. And all this it 
behoves the really serious and earnest Evangelicals to bear in mind. 

Nor is this all. It has suited Dr. Hampden’s purpose, in order to 
conciliate at least one section of his original opponents, to profess a 
decent and orderly Evangelicalism. He has got up the phraseology. 
and he adopts their formulas of language to suit a purpose; and in 
-some quarters this has certainly succeeded. The anility of the 
‘Morning Herald may have been taken in by it. It may suit that 
malignant hatred of the Church of England, which is the true cha- 
racter of the writers in the Record, to represent Dr. Hampden as a 
truly pious Evangelical. He has varnished over his real rationalism 
with a thin coating of party phraseology. It costs him and his real 
principles nothing to adopt this or any other meaningless Shibboleth. 
But we have reason to know, and to be thankful, that the best of the 
Evangelicals have not been deceived. One of the original Corpus 
Committee, the head of the Evangelical School in Oxford, still main- 
tains, we understand, his first estimate of the Regius Professor. And 
several facts prove that the true disciples of Dr. Hampden dismiss 
the articulus stantis vel cadentis Ecclesia with the same lofty philoso- 
phical contempt to which they condemn the Athanasian Creed. On 
alate occasion, when * Tractarianism” and “ Evangelicalism ” were 
fairly confronted, it of course suited Dr. Hampden’s personal purpose 
.to vote against Mr. Gladstone. But of his own immediate disciples, 
were they zealous for the Protestant candidate? Mr. Hayward Cox 
and Mr. Winstanley Hull, who have defended Dr. Hampden in print, 
did not vote at all. Consistently they displayed their contempt for 
Mr. Round and his party by abstaining altogether from the suffrage. 
Did not Mr. Stanley, the biographer of Dr. Arnold, vote a plumper 
for Mr. Gladstone? Where were the votes of Dr. Hinds and Mr, 
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Nassau Senior? These are important facts of which even’ Evange- 
licals would do well to estimate the bearing. , SG 
While all these thoughts are occupying men’s minds, the real prac- 
tical question remains, “ What is to be done?” Before these lines 
meet the eyes of our readers something will have been done. It is 
not without deep significance that Convocation, which expired in cen- 
suring Hoadley, should be actually convened at the very crisis of 
Hampden’s nomination. An amendment to the address, embodying 
the objections to his advancement, will, we trust, at least have been 
proposed, in the lower House of Convocation. Whatever result this 
event may have, there are others whose duties still remain to be dis- 
charged. 
And, first, the Dean and Chapter of Hereford. Confidence is 
placed in Dr. Merewether. It is not for nothing that he has earned 
a character for sincerity and truthfulness, Buta very glorious career 
is open to him and his brethren. We should speak distrustfully of 
the earnestness of any body of English gentlemen—still less of the 
. dignitaries of a capitular body—could we believe them, ina plain case 
of conscience, capable of being swayed by the idle terrors of a Pre- 
munire. For mere paltry considerations of losing possible advance- 
ment, for thé miserable worldly thought of worldly lucre, to shrink 
from duty, is not what we believe of any Dean and Chapter. Dr. 
Merewether may earn a name—and still more solemn consideration— 
a reward, which has not yet been permitted to the very best in our 
English Church. To prevent—and this by a single word—the church 
of England from being bound hand and foot by the secular power, is 
ho common opportunity; and that the Dean of Hereford may be 
found equal to this call is what all must pray, and most will believe. 
But, besides all this, which, after all, is but the duty of individuals, 
much is thrown upon the whole Church. The Clergy, where two or 
three like minded are to be found, must send in requisitions to their 
respective Archdeacons, to convoke meetings in every Archdeaconry 
—to address, first, the Queen to suspend the nomination; or, failing 
this, the Archbishop to stay consecration. If, in any case, the Arch- 
deacon should refuse this reasonable demand, the Clergy must meet 
as formally as they can, and still pass and forward their petitions. 
Already this course has been adopted, and with every likelihood of 
success ; and, elsewhere, our readers will find a form of address pre- 
pared for this purpose.* | 
Even parochial meetings will have their value; and we beg the 
laity especially to remember, that not only are they not excluded from 
this duty of remonstrance and protest, but their interposition—parti- 
cularly if in station and urged in places of station, as well as by formal 
questions put to the ministers in either house of parliament—will have, 
in some quarters, even greater weight than the petitions of the clergy. 
And, besides all this, we trust that, in the last extremity, the last and 
most extreme form and protest will be resorted to—viz., the answer- 


* (The English Churchman. refers to a petition from certain clergymen of the 
fioeeis of Gisacetter and Bristol, which we are unable to make room for this 
month.—Eb. ] 
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oy ing by a direct objection the formal challenge made at the stage of 

| confirmation at Bow Church. ‘This last step ought to have many to 
| countenance or enforce it. And, as we do not doubt that it will 
| | taken, so we are particularly anxious that the highest legal authorities 
— should be consulted, that this objection should, if made, be made~in 
due technical form of law. We feel convinced that the actual exist- 
ence of a statute of a university, itself a school of theology, disqualify- 
ing one of its professors, is a fair, legal ground of objection. On 
this part of the subject we make an extract from a paper already iu 


, This extract, which consists of a quotation from Burn’s Ec- 
clesiastical, Law, we omit. The summing up of the English 
Churchman is every way worthy of preservation, It is as fol- 
lows :— 


Finally, much, and that reasonably, may be expected from the 
bishops. The Venerable Primate is himself committed against Dr. 
Hampden, When that person applied to his Grace eleven years ago, 
his Grace, by refusing him any redress or remedy, adopted the Oxford 
censure. The Bishop of Chichester, then one of the heads of houses 
who took the strongest part against the Professor, actually went to the 
extent of forbidding any students of Brasenose to attend Dr. Hamp- 
den’s lectures. What has the theology of the Bishops of London, 
and Lincoln, and Ely, of Exeter, and Bath and Wells, of Salisbury, 
and Oxford, and Rochester, in common with Hampden’s rationalism ? 
Aud as to the insinuation to which the Times has given authority, 
that the Primate’s consent to this appointment has been asked and 
gained, it cannot be traced higher than to the gossip of a cabinet 
minister's wife. The Church of England will be more than loath to 


fasten such a serious imputation of inconsistency upon his Grace on 
such authority as this. : 


One thing, at least, is certain, that any difficulty in this matter 
will not arise from a paucity of advisers. If convocation, if the 
clergy at large, if the dean and chapter of Hereford, if those in 
whose wisdom English churchmen of former days used to 
consider it a part, at least, of their churchmanship to confide 
_—if the heads of the church and the clergy are at all at a 
loss, how they ought to act, it cannot be denied that here is an 
authority in, or rather, over the church, however it came there, 
ready to let them know in plain terms what it expects them to 
do, and. what they must do, unless they can make up their minds 
-to submit to be charged with cowardice, or miserable worldly 
thought of:»wordly lucre, or inconsistency, or any other censure 
—_ae Churchman may think proper to fasten upon 
em. 9 
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10 
of CONVOCATION, 


We reprint from the newspapers the accounts of the prooéed- 
ings at. St, Paul’s and at York; and have only space at present 
to express very briefly our concurrence in the view stated to 
have been taken by Dr. Jelf, of the extreme inexpediency of 
convocation being allowed to proceed to the actual exercise of 
its powers. In the existing state of parties, nothing could be 
productive of more disastrous consequences. The proceedings 
at York, as might have been anticipated, have furnished matter 
for the scoffing ribaldry of the enemies of our religion. The 
editor of the Tablet has made them a theme for the ridicule, not 
merely of the parties concerned, but of the Church itself, in an 
article from which we extract a single sentence, which we sub- 
mit to the serious consideration of our readers. “For our own 
part,” says this organ of the Romanists, “we can wish for no- 
thing more to our purpose than the revival of convocation, and 
the appointment of bishops from men who, in the language of a 
party, ‘ are thoroughly imbued with Church principles.’ ” 


Tue Convocation at St. Pavw’s.— Friday being the day ap- 
pointed for that purpose, a solemn assembling of the Church in Con- 
vocation took place at the metropolitan Cathedral of St. Paul, on 
which occasion there was a goodly array of clerical representatives 
of the various Dioceses and Archdeaconries throughout the country, 
all, it may be trusted, animated by the same holy zeal in behalf of 
the interests of our Apostolic Church, notwithstanding the differences 
which have existed amongst them, and which, during the last few 
months, have been so warmly discussed as to the policy of petition- 
ing Her Majesty, as the temporal Head of the Church, to allow the 
Convocation to sit at this particular season for the despatch of “ the 
divers and important business” for which they were specially 
summoned, 

Although there were amongst those who expressed themselves 
desirous of resolving themselves into a deliberative assembly many 
men high in station, of unimpeachable judgment, of unquestioned 
piety, and of commanding talents, actuated at the same time by un- 
bounded zeal for the glory of God and the good of his Church, yet 
there were others, no less gifted and piously disposed, who feared that 
in the present state of the Church it would be impolitic to risk the 
state of comparative peace we now enjoy, and to inflame men’s minds 
by the discussion of questions which, although of high importance, it 
‘would be injudicious to bring into prominence: at the expense of dis- 
turbing the unanimity upon which, humanly speaking, it may be 
said depends the sustained influence and, the: growing’ usefulness of 
the Church. 

The great question at issue, that is, with respect to the policy of 
assembling, we have reason to know was gravel considered by those 
to whom the administration of our spiritual affairs is entrusted, and 
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an almost unanimous desire prevailed that, under existing circum- 
stances, Her Majesty should not be petitioned for “leave to sit for 
business.” This, also, it will be seen, is the solemnly-expressed 
opinion of the Reverend and learned Divine, an abstract of whose 
Latin sermon, before his clerical brethren, we give in the course of 
our report of the proceedings. 

Shortly before eleven o’clock, the commissioners (in the absence of 
his Grace the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury) assembled at the 
Chapter House on the north side of St. Paul’s, from whence they 
proceeded, accompanied by the Dean of the Arches, the Vicar-Ge- 
neral, the Chancellor of the Diocese, the Advocates and Proctors, in 
their proper habits. The Bishops present and the other dignitaries 
in attendance having put on their habits and their Convocation robes, 
proceeded at the same time to the Cathedral. 

The Archbishop being absent, the Lord Bishop of Winchester 
acted as the First Commissioner, and occupied the Dean’s seat, from 
which he opened the commission with the usual formalities. 

The commission having been opened, the “ Forma precum in 
utraque Domo Convocationis sive Synodi Prelatorum et cceteri cleri 
seu provincialis seu nationalis, in ipso statim cujuslibet sessionis initio 
solemniter recitanda,” was read by the Right Rev. Thomas Vowler 
Short, D.D., Lord Bishop of St. Asaph. To these were added several 
collects, also in Latin, in which tongue the whole of the services of 
the day were conducted. 

Dr. JELr, habited in his academical costume, with the insignia of 
his collegiate degrees, and not in the surplice, as usually worn by 
cathedral preachers, then ascended the pulpit. The Rev. Doctor se- 
lected for his text the 14th chapter of St. John’s Gospel, verse 27— 

“My peace I leave with you, my peace | give unto you; not as 
the world giveth, give I unto you. Let not your heart be troubled, 
neither let it be afraid.” 

Dr. Jelf read his text first in Greek, and then in Latin, after which 
he proceeded to deliver his sermon in Latin. ‘The first part of the 
sermon was occupied with a lucid explanation of the meaning of the 
gracious promises contained in our Lord’s words; in the second part, 
the preacher took a rapid general sketch of the state of the religious 
world at home and abroad, giving a melancholy view of the general 
amount and increase of schism, heresy, and unbelief. In the third 
part of his discourse, the Rev. Gentleman entered at great length, 
and with consummate ability, into the question of the remedies for 
these evils, and, amongst others, discussed the question of councils, 
general and provincial. As in this part of the discourse Dr. Jelf 
directed attention to a point which excites the most lively interest 
among the Clergy and churchmen generally, it will doubtless be 
acceptabie if we give an analysis of his argument somewhat more at 
length. The discussion opened with a grateful acknowledgment to 
the Divine Head of the Church for the benefits which had accrued 
to our ecclesiastical establishment from councils, as well general as 
particular, adopting (as our statute-law does) Gregory the Great's 
bigh opinion of the four great Gicumenical councils, and referring 
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with thankfulness to the blessings which have been secured to our 
Church through the pious labours of former Convocations, as 
evinced in our Articles, Liturgy, and other formularies. It was 
not to be wondered at, remarked the Reverend Doctor, in continue 
ation, that, bearing in mind what Convocation had done for us, nota 
few should be found deficient, neither in matters of learning nor in 
sincere attachment to our Church, to plead for the restoration of the 
deliberative powers of Convocation, arguing that those powers should 
be restored without delay ; that, as it was conceded on all hands there 
was nothing to prevent it re-assembling, with the Queen’s consent, at 
any moment for despatch of business, that great benefit would result 
to the Church in the settling of controversies respecting habits, cere- 
monies, rubrics, and the like ; in fine, that this would be an efficient 
remedy against our dissensions, and the best method of restoring peace 
to the Church. Now, any man of sense and feeling must grant, the 
preacher contended, that it was a subject for most anxious prayer 
that the minds of men could be brought, by God’s grace, to that state 
of mutual good understanding which would admit of the assembling 
and practical occupation, not only of provincial synods, but also of 
general councils. Yet, on the other hand, it might very well be 
doubted whether, instead of saying that the silence and desuetude of 
synods had been the cause of our dissensions, it would not be nearer 
the truth to say, that the dissensions of Christians had rather been the 
cause why synods had been so generally discontinued. If this were 
true, then they must reverse the proposed order and pay their first 
attention to peace, the prevalence of which would restore, naturally 
and’ safely, the functions of synods; and that that was true, might be 
shown by the following consideration :—As regarded general councils, 
the usclessness of such an attempt in the present distracted state of 
the religious world was shown at once by the falsely-called Council of 
Trent, concerning which it might be doubted whether it did more pre- 
judice to peace or to truth. With respect to Convocation, if ques- 
tions were to be moved on matters affecting the faith, what good 
could arise from their being debated as everything now was in public ? 
Would that be a likely method to promote truth and peace, or even a 
reverential feeling on the most holy subjects? But if the subjects in 
debate were matters in themselves not affecting the faith, if being such 
they had some degree of importance, that very importance would tend 
to inflame men’s minds still more, or if trifling, the merest trifling 
would derive a weight, to which they had no sort of title, by the very 
excitement of debate. Would not that be to add fuel to the flame ? 
But if that were the natural consequence of mere debate, what would 
be the issue of it if it ever came to the vote, whether an ecclesiastical 
law should be passed or repealed, considering the probability that 
when men were listening to the dictates of passion rather than of 
truth, the wiser opinion should be on one side, and the majority of 
votes on the other. Desirable, therefore, as the restoration of Con- 
vocation might be in itself, the increase of peace as a preliminary step 
was still more desirable, and all their prayers and efforts should be 
directed to that object. If they looked to the last century, it was 
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difficult to avoid tracing the hand of Providence in the very silence of 
Convocation, Occasions would occur to every one when free debate 
in Convocation upon the current topics of the day would have ‘in- 
creased the evils of controversy rather than have cured them. ° It 
was, therefor’, with a feeling of thankfulness for the past, and of hope 
for the future, that they should regard the question. Above all things, 
he trusted no one would regard the solemn assembling of Convocation 
on that day as a matter for scoffing, as if it were an idle ceremony. 
Under those external ceremonies there was a hidden life which might 
one day be called into action. But it might be objected that the 
prayer* specially appointed as on that day for God's blessing on their 
deliberations was hardly justifiable, because they knew that they were 
not about to deliberate. But did they know that? Was it certain 
that the civil and ecelesiastical authorities might not within a few 
months think fit to submit certain questions to the legislative wisdom 
of that very Convocation, that day for the first time assembled? Did 
not the prorogation, which regularly took place every two months, 
seem to be retained as a providential method of bringing about such 
a conjunction at any moment? And if the actual synod now before 
them, whose deliberative wisdom they that day prayed for, were really 
to meet even to settle one matter within the seven years of its con- 
stitutional duration (as it was at least conceived possible,) was there 
any mockery in praying that when it did meet its deliberations might 
be directed by the Holy Ghost? But be that as it might, was there 
not ample scope for the exercise of wisdom (and if for its exercise, for 
earnest prayer on that behalf,) even in the short hour which was spent 

in preparing the address? Might not asingle intemperate expression 
set the whole Church in a flame? And if so, was there any mockery 

in praying that such expression might be averted by Divine grace ? 

Let them join, then, in that prayer sincerely, and that it might have 
due effect, let them pray that it might please God to restore the 
powers of Convocation; and that the powers of Convocation might 

be restored let them pray that the degree of unanimity which was 
necessary to safe deliberation in such matters might be daily increased. 

After eloquently enforcing these views, the preacher adverted to other 
remedies against dissension, and concluded with an earnest exhorta- 

tion to apply the last words of the text, and, considering their many 

and increasing blessings, to avoid faint-heartedness in fighting the 

battle of faith. 


The Rev. Doctor then descended from the pulpit, and the anthem, 


* Domine Deus, Pater Luminum, et Fons omnis sapientia : nos ad scabellum 
pedum tuorum provoluti, humiles tui et indigni famuli, Te rogamwus, ut gui iu 
nomine tuo, sub auspiciis clementissima Regine Victoria, hic convenimus, gratia 
tui ceelitus adjuto, ea omnia investigare, meditari, tractare, et discernere valeamus, 
que honorem taum et gloriam promoveant et in Ecclesia cedant profectam. Con- 
cede igitur ut Spiritus ‘uus qui Concilio olim Apostolico, huic nostro etiam nunc 
insideat, ducatque nos in omnem veritatem, que est secundum pietatem: ut qui, ad 
amussim sancte Reformationis nostra, errores, corruptelas, et superstitiones olim — 
hic grassantes, Tyrannidemque Papalem, merito et serio repudiavimus. Fidem 
apostolicam et vere Catholicam firmiter et constanter teneamus omnes, ‘Tibique rite 


puro culta intrepidi serviamus per Jesum Dominum Christum Dominum et serva- 
torem nostrum. Amen, 
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Gloria in excelsis,” was sung by the gentlemen of the choir, the 
anthem during the liturgical service having been, “O pray for the 
peace of Jerusalem.” 

| The Lord Bishop of Winchester then pronounced the benediction. 
. His Lordship, as Commissioner, then returned through the west of 
the cathedral to the Chapter House, the other Bishops, with the Dean 
of the Arches, the Vicar-General, the Chancellor, the Advocates and 
Proctors, and the Clergy of the Lower House following them. 

..On arriving at the Lower House, the Commissioner, in the name 
of the Church, requested the members of the Lower House to retire 
for the purpose of choosing a Prolocutor, or President, answering in 
every respect, with reference to that body, as the Speaker does to the 
House of Commons. : 

The members of the Lower House retired, and, after some delibe- 
ration, they elected as their Prolocutor, the Very Rev. W. R. Lyall, 
D.D., Dean of Canterbury, 

This election was forthwith communicated to the Upper House of 
Convocation, consisting of the Right Rev. Prelates, and the election 
- having been confirmed, with some complimentary remarks on the selec- 
tion which had been made, the Convocation dispersed, with an inti- 
mation that another meeting would take place on Wednesday next. 


It has since been stated that an attempt was made to intro- 
duce into the address some expression of opinion on Dr. Hamp- 
den’s appointment, but without success. The following is the 
account of the proceedings at York. 


. CONVOCATION OF THE CLERGY AT YoRK.—YorK, Saturday.—The 
Convocation of the bishops, archdeacons, and proctors of the clergy 
in the Province of York, was held in the Chapter-house of the Cathe- 
dral yesterday. 

The meeting of convocation at York after the general election in 
1841 excited but little interest, and the mere formal routine was gone 
through without interruption. On this occasion, however, public 
attention having been directed to the matter, considerable anxiety was 
felt as to the nature of the proceedings and the result of the meeting ; 
and as the Chapter-house was open to the public, a large number of 
ladies and gentlemen availed themselves of the opportunity of being 
present. 

The members of convocation attended Divine service in the cathe- 
dral at ten o’clock, and afterwards proceeded to the chapter-house, 
where the business of the day was conducted. 

In consequence of the death of the archbishop, a special writ had 
been issued by the crown to the Rev. Canon Dixon, appointing him 
president of the convocation, and he accordingly took the chair. The 
following members of convocation were also present:—The Dean of 
Ripon, the Archdeacon of York, the Archdeacon of the Kast Riding, 
the Archdeacon of Cleveland, the Archdeacca of Durham, the Rev. 
Canon Hawkins, the Rev, Canon Trevor, the Rev, S. Gamlen, the 
Rev, T. Allbut, the Rev. G. Wray, the Rev. W. Whateley, the Rev. 
C. Plumer, the Rev. Mr. Gray, the Rev. Mr. Jackson, &e. , 
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Her Majesty’s writ having been read, the names of the Procurrators 
were called over, and 

The Venerable the Archdeacon Creyke rose to present a petition 
from the Rev. E. Duncombe, Rector of Newton Kyme, an extremely 
lengthy document, containing, in nineteen classes, allegations to this 
purport, that the election of proctors to represent the clergy of the 
Archdeaconry of York was illegal, inasmuch as due notice had not 
been given of the time and place where and when the election was to 
take place. The petitioner stated that notice had been fixed only upon 
the door of one church, and only on one Sunday, when it was removed, 
and that thereby and by other collusion, the clergy of the archdea- 
conry had been debarred the privilege of exercising their elective fran- 
chise. Upon these general and other grounds, which were entered 
into in minute detail, the petitioner prayed that the convocation would 
elect a committee from its own body or other tribunal as might seem 
best, so that the petitioner might have an opportunity of proving the 
allegations set forth in the document: and that they would either cause 
to be published, or allow the petitioner to publish, the evidence, &c. 
proposed to be adduced, touching this matter, 

The Rev. Canon Trevor said, that as his name was introduced in 
the petition, in reference to the allegations as to collusion and fraud, 
he begged leave to state that such allegations were not true, and that 
the meeting to which the petitioner referred appeared to him to be 
duly and properly conducted ; at all events, there was no fraud or 
collusion, as regarded himself. He submitted that it was the duty of 
the electors of the archdeaconry to inform themselves of the time and 
place of meeting. With reference to this particular meeting, he had 
taken the pains to do so, and having done so, he presented himself 
before the archdeacon, as Mr. Duncombe ought to have done. He 
had since heard that that gentleman had received notice of the meet- 
ing twelve hours before he (Mr. Trevor) did, in a letter from the 
archdeacon’'s registrar, stating that the meeting would be held next 
morning. If, therefore, the petitioner had presented himself, as he 
had an opportunity of doing, and then and there brought forward any 
allegation, the archdeacon might have received it, and adjourned the 
election for a more full attendance. He, therefore, submitted that the 
petitioner by his own daches, and neglect of the privilege which he 
claimed, had excluded himself from that consideration which his peti- 
tion might otherwise have entitled him to ; and he proposed that the 
petition should be rejected, on the ground that the petitioner had not 
fairly, nor correctly, nor with proper decorum towards his brother 
electors, stated the case which he had thought proper to complain of. 

The President, no other member of the convocation rising to ad- 
dress him, put the question whether the petition was to be received, 
whereupon Archdeacons Creyke and Churton held up their hands for 
its reception, and Canon Trevor voted against it. 

The petition was therefore received and placed in the hands of the 
Registrar, Archdeacon Churton observing, that while he voted for 
its reception, he did not wish that any proceedings should be taken 
upon it. 
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_ Archdeacon Creyke begged to say, that his answer to the charge 
brought against him in this petition was simply this, that he had rea- 


son to believe that the election was conducted, in every respect, in 
accordance with precedent, ! 


The petition having been disposed of, 

Archdeacon Churton rose to present a petition from the clergy of 
the Archdeaconry of Cleveland, complaining that the election of proc- 
tors to represent them at the present convocation, had been held at 
Malton instead of York, as heretofore, and that they consequently had 
been debarred that privilege which they had hitherto enjoyed of elect- 
ing their own proctors, and which, as far as they knew, they had no 
right to be hindered from exercising. 

The President suggested, that as the document was addressed to 
Archdeacon Churton, the convocation had nothing to do with it. 

The Rev. S. Gamlen, however, wished that as he was a party named, 
the petition might be read, and the proposition was agreed to. 

Archdeacon Churton then proceeded to read the petition, which 
concluded with the prayer, that in future the petitioners might be 
allowed to enjoy the privilege of electing their own proctors as here- 
tofore ; and he concluded by moving that the document be received 
and entered on the minutes, observing that on the receipt of the peti- 
tion, he had answered the Protestants to the effect that he was not 
aware that any alteration had been made or any innovation been prac. 
tised, either in point of law or custom as to the manner in which the 
election in question was held, and that the reason why it had been 
held at Malton instead of York was, that the former place was within 
the Archdeaconry of Cleveland, whilst York was not. (Hear, hear. 
The Rev. Canon Trevor objected to the reception of the petition. 
He did not feel the same dislike to the document now read as to that 
which had been received from the West Riding; inasmuch as it was 
temperate and respectful in its language. But he must repeat his 
conviction that the subject was not for the convocation to inquire into, 
and he particularly objected to those clergy being allowed to appear 
by petition in their own persons, when the whole clergy of their arch- 
deaconry had already appeared and been admitted by their proctors. 

Archdeacon Wilberforce, as a retiring officer, felt himself some- 
what implicated by the allegations of the petitioners, General state- 
ments of complaint had been made upon the subject before them, and 
he could not but feel glad to observe that their brethren of the clergy 
felt so much interest in these elections,—(hear, hear,)—and he was 
persuaded that they merely required to be set right about the circum- 
stances of the case, in order that they might see that nothing had been 
done at all inconsistent with the courtesy due to their feelings as well 
as the justice of the case. For himself he had acted in accordance 
with what was prescribed by the 25th George III., and had issued the 
notices of election as soon as he had received the writ for that pur- 
pose, and that being done, he could not possibly conceive how any 
one could be at a loss to know when and where the election was to 
take place. He was glad, however, that these petitions had been pre- 
sented, but at the same time he thought it due to the Archdeacons 
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that it should be understood that no negligence attached to them, but. . 
that the discontent had arisen from the fact of the clergy for a number 
of years not having paid due attention to the mode of presenting them- 
selves, and of exercising their powers. ) 

Archdeacon Thorpe apprehended that they were bound to hold the 
meetings for election of proctors at the usual place of meeting, and 
the seat of every archdeacon was the cathedral chureh. , 

The Dean of Ripon, without intending to cast out any insinuation 
against the Archdeacons, suggested the propriety of the time and 
place of meeting for the clection of proctors being made more public 
in future. 

The President thought any proposition on that head unnecessary, as 
the Archdeacons were present, and had expressed themselves ready to 
give every publicity to these meetings. 

The Rev. S. Gamlen supported the motion that the petition be re- 
ceived, and read a note from one of the petitioners, showing that ,the 
document had not been presented on account of any hostile feeling 
towards the proctors elected, personally, but in assertion of their right 
to elect their own proctors. 

The President thought that quite plenty had been said about the 
matter. 

Archdeacon Churton explained again that the election had been 
held at Malton, instead of York, on account of the former place being 
within his archdeaconry, whilst York was not, and he added that he 
had the authority of the late Archbishop for the appointment of the 
place complained of. 

Canon Trevor thought it would be premature for them to express 
any opinion upon the subject, as suggested by Archdeacon Wilber- 
force, inasmuch as they had not entered into a discussion as to the 
conduct of the archdeacons, nor did they, as he apprehended, intend 
to do so. 

The petition was received, and the President then said,—In com- 
pliance with the express wish of our late revered Archbishop, it has 
been proposed that an address be presented to the Queen, and now— 

Archdeacon Thorp said,—Before we proceed to business, 1 claim 
to elect a Prolocutor. 

The President—We have no licence to proceed to that. 

Canon Trevor—I move that Archdeacon Thorp be appointed Pro- 
locutor. 

The President—Then I shall prorogue the convocation, and take 
the responsibility upon myself. 

Canon Trevor—Then | withdraw my motion. 
~ Archdeacon Wilberforce was understood to say, that the address 
alluded to by the President had been placed in his hands by that gen- 
tleman, for the purpose of moving its adoption by this house. He did 
so with great pleasure, especially as it embraced the feelings of their 
recently deceased Archbishop. It expressed the confidence of the 
clergy in her Majesty's intentions for the benefit of the church, their 
satisfaction at the addition of another bishopric to this province, their 
determination to do all they could in behalf of the great cause of na- 
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tional @acation, and their sense of the importance of holy and_ reli. 


gious fives in those who are ministers of the altar. The President had 


said thatthe moving of an address of this kind was a rather unusual 


thing. 
€ President—There has been no instance of anything of the kind 
for some time. 

Archdeacon Wilberforcee—Since the time of Queen Anne, the 
Synod seemed to have slept, but we now live in times when I feel that 
it is very desirable it should sleep no longer. The archdeacon was 
proceeding in his address to the house, when 

Canon Hawkins complained that he was going beyond the limits 

The’ President said,—In his opinion the convocation had nothing to 
do with the matters to which the archdeacon was about to refer. 

Canon Hawkins suggested to the President the propriety of pro- 
roguing the convocation, he being of the same opinion. 

The President—I think so, and if I meet with encouragement from 
my colleague, Mr. Hawkins, I shall do it immediately. 

Archdeacon Wilberforce—I think we have a right to entertain the 
address. 

‘ Canon Hawkins—A similar thing occurred when I presided as Com- 
missioner, and I stopped it. 

The President—I shall dissolve the convocation, and take the re- 
sponsibility upon myself. | 

Archdeacon Wilberforee—Then, I think you will not be doing 
justice to the intentions of the archbishop. 

The President—No man in the world can accuse me of disrespect 
to the archbishop. 

Canon Trevor—Sir, you have announced to this house that an ad- 
dress has been agreed upon by the bishops of the province, and you 
have invited the clergy present to concur in that address. A member 
has risen to submit a motion to that effect, and is proceeding to state 
the reasons why such an address should be adopted ; if he wander from 
the question, you have the power to call him to order, but— 

The President—lI shall prorogue the convocation. 

The rev. gentleman proceeded to read the formal document for that 
purpose, and whilst doing so, 

Archdeacon Wilberforce repeatedly protested against the intention 
of the late archbishop not being complied with. 

The convocation being prorogued, Archdeacon Wilberforce was 
about to enter his protest, when : 

The President said—The vergers and officers will conduct me to 
the vestry ; and, accompanied by some of the chapter, he immediately 
withdrew. | 

Archdeacon Wilberforce and others remained behind, and in a few 
minutes the President sent the chapter clerk to inform them that the 


chapter-house must be closed, but that the Minster library was at their 


disposal. 


Archdeacon Wilberforce respectfully declined the offer, and he and © 


the clergy along with him then withdrew. 
Voit, XXXII.—December, 1847. 3c 
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There are some who cannot understand, for what particular 
reasons the restoration of the powers of convocation is so much 
desired by certain parties just at this moment. And we doubt 
not there are also some truly excellent and respectable men who 
are carried away by that sentence, by which the emissaries of 
revolution have again and again effected so much mischief to both 
Church and State,—that something must be done. If any of these — 
persons, who are not aware of any very pressing emergency for 
doing anything this yedr more than usual, should wish to know, (and 
we are sure they ought to insist on knowing,) what that some- 
thing is ; in other words, what particular objects the persons who 
urge them to join in the agitation of this question, have in de- 
siring the revival of convocation, we shall beg them to consider 
the programme we shall lay before them, which has just been 
issued by a functionary, who, if he be not the highest authority 
in the Church, seems to have very considerably mistaken his 
position: and we shall beg them to observe also, that the work 
which the English Churchman—for it is no other—has here been 
pleased to assign to convocation, as a beginning, is a plain de- 
monstration, that those who invite them to call for the restora- 
tion of the powers of convocation, are either ignorant of what 
those powers were, or else, they intend convocation to do things 
which no convocation was ever yet competent to meddle with. 
The following is, in effect, a scheme for revolutionizing the 
Church—and it is a matter of thankfulness that those who are 
clamouring for convocation should have so far given the public 


to understand that an unlimited power of change and revolution 
is their real object. 


In our last impression, we combated some of the objections which 
are urged against the convocation of the clergy. We shall now pro- 
ceed to mention, seriatim, the various measures which would in due 
course of time come before the convocation, were it assembled for the 
despatch of business ; measures which we believe most of our readers 
will agree in considering beneficial to the church. 

The convocation, then, would have— 

I. To see that the Bible and Prayer Book are correctly printed ; 
and also the services for the Sth of November, the 30th of January, 
and the 29th of May. 

II. To sanction a form of thanksgiving for the day on which her 
Majesty began her happy reign, which has never yet been done. 

III. To sanction the Coronation Service, and to draw up a form for 
the Cunsecration and Reconciliation of Churches. 

IV. To revise, and translate into English verse, the ancient hymns 
of the church. 


V. To draw up a code of ecelesiastical laws for the government of 
the church. 


VI. To sanction the new style, which has never yet been done. 
VII. To draw up forms of prayer forlaying the foundation-stones 
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of churches and schools, for the induction of ministers, and other 
similar occasions. 

VIII. To draw up special forms of prayer for days of fasting and 
thanksgiving, for the excommunication and reconciliation of heretics 
and apostates, and other similar subjects. 

IX. To restore the “godly discipline” of the primaitive church, 
which the Commination Service says is much to be wished, and which 


ns actually under consideration in the last convocation of Queen 
nne. 


X. To sanction religious books and tracts, an office now irregularly | 


performed by the Christian Knowledge Society. 

XI. To organize missions: this is now irregularly done by the 
Propagation and Church Missionary Societies. 

XII. To see to the building of churches and schools; a work now 
irregularly performed by the Church Building and National Societies. 

XIII. To found new bishopries and parishes, re-arrange the pro- 
perty of the church, and furnish curates for populous districts. These 
' things are now done, partly by royal commissioners, partly by parlia- 
ment, and partly by the Curates’ Aid and Pastoral Aid Societies; but 
all, more or less, in an unauthorized and imperfect manner. 

This is the work which the convocation has before it. We cannot 
pretend to have mentioned everything that the church requires; but 
we think most of our readers will agree in considering the subjects 
we have above-named as highly necessary and beneficial to the church, 
Many more might, doubtless, be brought forward; but these will be 
sufficient to show that where so much is to be done, the church cannot 
safely remain any longer without the convocation ; the only body 
which can legally carry the above-named requisites into effect. 

If some think that convocation would go further, and attempt to 
alter the present services of the church, we must say that we have no 
fears on that head. Any scheme of the kind would bring so much 
discredit on the party who advocated it, that they would be afraid to 
attempt it. In fact convocation would tend to the annihilation of 
parties in the church. How, indeed, have parties arisen? Mainly 
by the isolated position of the clergy, who have thus formed or fol- 
lowed their own particular schools of divinity. But the debates in 
convocation, where the most learned and experienced divines meet and 
impart their views to each other, being read universally by the clergy, 
would prevent mistakes, and tend to the preservation of unity and 
peace. It is remarkable that the abeyance of convocation has been 
contemporaneous with the darkest period of our ecclesiastical history, 
the period of lowest views and coldest practice. Whereas, much that 
is good and excellent in our church was the work of those times in 
which convocation flourished; the times of a learned, pious, diligent 
clergy, and of an active and efficient church; the times of martyrs 
and confessors; the times of Cranmer, Ridley, and Latimer, of An- 
drewes, and Overall, of Laud and Juxon, of Hammond, Taylor, and 
Pearson, of Barrow, Bull, Ken, and Beveridge. 

Let, then, all, both laity and clergy, petition the crown for the re- 
storation of the convocation. It expired in a struggle with the spirit 
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of latitudinarianism ; let it now rise again to triumph over that same 
spirit which is already too rife amongst us. If the united request of 
clergy and laity be not acceded to by the crown, we fear that the 
words of an ancient English historian (Eadmer) will be as applicable 
to our times as to his own :— Multis vero annis synodali cultura 
cessante, vitiorum vepribus succrescentibus Christiane religionis fervor 
in Anglia nimus refrixerat.”—English Churchman, Nov. 25. 


As for the notion, that the revival of convocation would ¢éend to’ 
the annihilation of parties in the church, we believe it to be utterly 
untrue, and that precisely the contrary effect would be the result. 
And more than this, it is with great suspicion we receive such 
representations from such a quarter. Rather,—to speak as 
plainly as the importance of the subject demands,—we believe 
that, being thoroughly party men themselves, those who are 
agitating the revival of convocation have not the remotest wish 
that it should tend to annihilate parties ; except, indeed, in the 
sense of annihilating all other parties but their own. They ex- 
pect to crush and to extinguish all other parties by majorities, 
and management, and other methods to which party men will 
never scruple to resort. We believe that their hopes would not 
be realized. We have not the slightest fear that they would. 
But that this is what they hope to effect by a revival of convoca- 
tion it would be affectation to pretend to doubt ; and every true 
churchman has reason to feel thankful, that those, whose consent 
to their demands would entail incalculable mischief to the church, 
are so decided, and so united in their determination to dis- 
countenance such revolutionary projects. 
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